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By Mr. WEBSTER: A bill (H. R. 11885) authorizing the
issuance of patent to the Pioneer Educational Society and its
successors for certain lands in the diminished Colville Indian
Reservation, State of Washington; to the Commitiee on Indian
Affairs,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

H868. By the SPEAKER (by reguest) : Resolution adopted by
the Cleveland Grays, urging the passage of House bill 11066,
for the establishinent, maintenance, and organization of a naval
reserve; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

5869. By Mr. DOWELL: Resolution adopted by the Presby-
tery of Indianola, lowa, indorsing House Joint Resolution 131;
to the Committee on the Judiciary. .

H870. Also, resolution adopted by the Presbytery of Indianola,
Towa, indorsing Senate Joint Resolution 31; to the Committee
on the Judiciary. -

5871. Also, resolution adopted by the Presbytery of Indianola,
Towa, indorsing House bill 9753 ; to the Committee on the Dis-
triet of Columbia.

5872, By Mr. FROTHINGHAM: Resolution from the Sole
Fasteners’ Local, No. 111, Boot and Shoe Workers' Union,
Brockton, Mass.,, asking that the Government of the United
States recognize the present government of Russia, and estab-
ISF ‘trade relations therewith; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs,

5873. By Mr. GALLIVAN : Resolution adopted by the Boston
Central Labor Union, Boston, Mass., urging an amendment to
the Constitution of the United States granting to Congress the
power to enact legislation to make uniform in the United States
a child-labor law; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

5874. By Mr. GREENE of Vermont: Petition of Vermont
State Baptist Convention indorsing House bill 9753, to secure
Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columbia; to the
Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

5875. Also petition of Vermont State Baptist Convention, in-
dorsing Senate Joint Resolution 31, proposing a constitutional
amendment authorizing Congress to enact uniform laws on
the subject of marriage and divorce; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

5876. Also, petition of Vermont State Baptist Convention, in-
dorsing House Joint Resolution 131, proposing a constitutional
amendment prohibiting polygamy and polygamous cohabita-
tion in the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

6877. By Mr. KISSEL: Petition of National Commitiee on
American Japanese Relations, New York City, N, Y., as affected
Eﬁhe Washington conference; to the Committee on Foreign

rs.

5878. Also, petition of the American Cotton Oil Co., New
York City, N. Y., relative to the proposed duty on oriental
vegetable oils; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

5879. By Mr. RAKER: Petition of Commercial Standards
Council of New York, N. Y., indorging and urging the passage
of House bill 10159, to prohibit bribery and other corrupt trade
practices; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

5880. Also, petition of the Pennzoil Co., of Los Angeles, Calif.,
protesting against any changes in the transportation aect of
1920, as proposed by Senate bill 1150 and House bill 6861; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

SENATE. ;
Sarurpax, June 3, 1922,
( Legislative day of Thursday, April 20, 1922.)

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the
recess.

The VICE PRESIDENT. What is the pleasure of the Senate?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I presume the Senator from North Da-
kota [Mr. McCumBer] desires to take up the tariff bill, and after
it is laid before the Senate I shall suggest that we have a quo-
run.

Mr. SMOOT. The pending question is on the brick paragraph.

Mr. UNDERWOOID. But the bill was laid aside——

Mr. McCUMBER. Temporarily.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; and it has to be laid before the
Senate. -

Mr, McOCUMBER. I ask that the bill be laid before the
Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
the unfinished business,

The Reapisg Crerk. The bill (H. R. 7456) to provide reve-

.nue, to regulate commerce with foreign countries, to encourage

the industries of the United States, and for other purposes.

Mr. DNDERWOOI. Mr. President, I think we had better let
the absent Senators know that the tariff bill is before the Senate
again. So I suggest the absence of a quorum,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. {

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators |
answered to their names:

Ball Gooding McNary Sheppard
Borah Haxl!.a_i gm g’“}fﬁ"“
Brandegee Harris yers m

B\mmms Harrison Nelson Smoot
Calder Heftin New Spencer
Cameron Johnson Newberry Stanley
Capper Jones, Wash. Nicholson Sterling
Colt Kellogg Oddie Townsend
Culberson Ladd Page Underwood
Curtis La Follette Pqi)per Wadsworth
Dial Lenroot Phipps Walsh, M?nt.
Dillingham Lodge Poindexter Watson, Ga.
Ernst MeCumber Pomerene Watson, Ind.
France McKinley Rawson Willanrs
Gerry McLean Robinson Willis

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was requested by the senior Senator
from Florida [Mr. Frerceek] to announce that he is unavoid-
ably abgent to-day on account of illness. I desire to have the
announcement stand for the day.

Mr, McKINLEY. I was requested to announce that the Sena-
tor from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], the Senator from New Hamp-
shire [Mr., Keves], and the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Kex-
prICK] are absent at a meeting of the Committee on Agriculiure
and Forestry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty Senators have answered to
their names. A quorum is present.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, I am in receipt of certain reso-
lutions adopted by the Central Republican Club, of New York
City, calling the attention of the Senate to the failure of the
Senate to enact the Dyer antilynching bill. The resolutions are
signed by President Arthur B. Murtha and by Executive Member
David B. Costuma. T move that the resolutions be referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution adopted by the Grade
Teachers’ Club, of Kansas City, Kans., favoring the enactient
of legislation creating a department of education, which was
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor.

Mr. RANSDELL. I present a resolution adopted by the
Grand Chapter, Order Eastern Star, of Louisiana, dated May 11,
of this year, memorializing Congress to pass promptly the
Towner-Sterling educational bill. The resolution is very brief,
and I ask unanimous consent that it may be printed in the
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor.

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the
Committee on Education and Labor and ordered to be printed
in the REcorp, as follows:

OrDER OF THE EASTERN BTAR, GRAND CHAPTER OF LOUISIANA,
New Orleans, La.
d apter, Order of the BEastern Star, of
Resolutions adopted bylggan C'h l&r T oN

to\l?hemns“.ttlm gafety of our couniry depends upon an intelligent elec-
rate; an
= Whereas our public schools are the foundation stone of our educa-
onal tem ; and

Wheg;s there is pending before the Congress of the United States
what is called the Towner-Sterling bill in the interest of the publie-
scl‘%c]s}le:yatea o cuun;r{h; a%%wner Sterling bill would be to the

eas the pamﬁ o L] s E

best interests of our beloved land: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Grand Chapter of the Order of the Bastern Star
of Lounisiana, in annual comvention assembled, do hereby strongly in-
dorse the Towner-Sterling bill and urge that the Senators and Con-
ressmen of Loulsiana exert every effort for its passage at an carly
snt,e; be it further

Resaleed, That a copy of this resolmtion be forwarded to each United:
States Senator and Con an from Louisiana, chairman of the Com-
mittee on Education of the House of Representatives and Senate at
Washington, and to Congressman TOWNER and Senator STERLING.

Mr, BROUSSARD presented the following letter with an
accompanying resolution, which were referred to the Commiitee
on Education and Labor and ordered to be printed in the
RECoRD :

ORDER OF THE EASTERN BTAR, GRAND CHAPTER OF LOUISIANA,
. New Orleans, La., May 28, 1922,
Senator Epwin 8. Brovssanp,

United States Senate, Washingion.

My Dgar SENATOR BROUSSARD: In keeping with instruoctions, I am
inclosing herewith copy of resolution adopted at our recent meeting of
the Grand Chapter, Order of the Bastern Star, at Lake Charles, with
reqguest that you introduce same in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,

Assuring youn of our appreciation of any consideration you may give
this matter, I am,

Yours very truly,
F. B. NELKEN, Grand Secrctary.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO
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OrpER OF THE EASTERN STAR, GRAND CHAPTER OF LOUISIANA,
New Orleans, La,

Resolutions adopted by Grand Chapter, Order of the Eastern Star, of
Lounisiana.

Whereas the safety of our country depends upon an intelligent
electorate ; and

Whereas our public schools are the foundation stone of our educa-
tional system ; an

Whereas there is ﬁndlﬂg before the Congress of the United States
what is called the Towner-Sterling bill in the interest of the public-
school system of the country; and

Whereas the passage of the Towner-Stean%‘ bill would be to the best
interests of our beloved land : Therefore be i

Resolred, That the Grand Chapter of the Order of the Eastern Star
of Louisiana in annual convention assembled do hereby strongly indorse
the Towner-Sterling bill and urge that the Senators and Congressmen
ﬁ l[-o};llsiina exert every effort for its passage at an early date; and

t further

Resolved, That copy of this resolution be forwarded to each United

tates Senator and Congressman from Louisiana, chairman of the
Committere on Educatlon of the House of Representatives and Henate
at Washington, and to Congressman TowsER and Senator STeERLING.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on Claims, to which were
referred the following bills, reported them each without amend-
ment and submitted reports thereon :

A bill (8. 463) for the relief of Charles Hurst (Rept. No.
T40) ; and

A bill (8. 3118) for the relief of Herbert E. Meilstrup (Rept.
No. T41).

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (H. R. 5918) for the rvelief of the Michigan
Boulevard Building Co., reported it with an amendment and
submitted a report (No. 742) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (H. R. 5349) to amend the act authorizing the Secretary of
the Navy to settle claims for damages to private property aris-
ing from collisions with naval vessels, reported it with amend-
ments and submitted a report (No. 743) thereon.

Mr. SPENCER. In behalf of the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr.
Hagrerp] and in his name, I report back favorably without
amendment from the Committee on Claims the bill (8. 84138)
for the relief of the city of New York, and I submit a report
(No. T44) thereon. :

Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill (8. 2294) to confer jurisdiction upon the
Court of Claims to ascertain the cost to the Alaska Commereial
Co., a corporation, and the amount expended by it from Novem-
ber 5, 1920, to April 18, 1921, in repairing and rebuilding the
wharf belonging to said company at Dutch Harbor, Alaska,
which wharf was damaged and partially destroyed on or about
November 5, 1920, through collision therewith of the United
States steamship Saturn, United States Navy, and to render
judgment therefor, reported it with amendments and submitted
a report (No. 745) thereon. :

Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
to which was referred the bill (8. 3630) to amend an act
entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act for making
further and more effectual provision for the national defense,
and for other purposes,” approved June 3, 1916, and to estab-
lish military justice,” approved June 4, 1920, reported it with-
out amendment. and submitted a report (No. 746) thereon.

Mr. CALDER, from the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which were referred the
following resolutions, reported them each without amendment:

A resolution (S. Res. 204) amending Senate Resolution 282,
directing the Secretary of the Interior to send to the Senate
certain detailed information as to oil leases made by the de-
partment within naval oil reserves Nos. 1 and 2 in California
and No. 3 in Wyoming, agreed to April 29, 1922: and

A resolution (S. Res. 205) amending Senate Resolution 292,
directing the Committee on Manufactures to investigate and
report to the Senate the conditions of the erude-oil and gasoline
markets during the years 1920, 1021, and to date in 1922, agreed
to April 20 (calendar day, May 13), 1922,

BILLS INTRODUCED,

3ills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. SHEPPARD :

A Dbill (8. 3674) authorizing the use of special canceling
stamp in the post office at Cuero, Tex.; to the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads.

By Mr. SPENCER :

A Dbill (3. 3675) granting the consent of Coongress to the county
courts of Howard and Saline Counties, in the State of Missouri,
to construct a bridge across the Missouri River; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce,

ADDITIONAL SENATE EMPLOYEES,

Mr. FRANCE submitted the following resolution (8. Tes,
209), which was read:

Resolved, That the Serlgeant at Arms be, and he is hereby, authorized
to employ such additional pages, doorkeepers, and attendants as he may
decm necessary to relieve the present employees from excessive duties
because of long hours due to night sessions and that the sald additional
employees be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate.

Mr, FRANCE. If there ig no objection, I should like to ask
for the immediate consideration of the resolution,

Mr. JONES of Washington, I think it has to go to the Com-
mittee to Audit and Confrol the Contingent Expenses of the
?enate. It proposes to make a payment out of the contingent

und.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent xpenses of
the Senate. 1

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE,

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Over-
hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed
the bill (8. 539) to further amend an act entitled “An act
to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as amended,

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill
(H. R. 11345) authorizing the construction of a bridge across
the Allegheny River at or near Freeport, Pa., in which it re-
quested the concurrence of the Senate.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED.

The bill (H. R. 11345) authorizing the construction of a
bridge across the Allegheny River at or near Freeport, Pa.,
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on
Commerce,

THE TARIFF.

The Senate, ag in-Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. T456) to provide revenue, to regu-
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus-
tries of the United States, and for other purposes.

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Stax-
bulﬂk is ready, I would like to return to paragraph 201, fire

rick.

The VICE PRESIDENT,
paragraph will be stated.

The Reaping Crerk. The pending amendment is the amend-
ment offered by the senior Senator from Arkansas |Mr. Ropin-
sox] to the amendment of the senior Senator from North Da-
kota [Mr. McCuMBER].

The senior Senator from North Dakota has moved to strike
;mt paragraph 201 and fo insert a new paragraph 201 as fol-
OWS?

Par, 201. Bath brick, chrome brick, and fire brick, not specially
provided for, 25 per cent ad valorem: magnesite brick, three-fourths
ol_' 1 cent per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem.

The senior Senator from Arkansas moves to strike out “ 25"
before “ per cent " and to insert “ 10.”

Mr, STANLEY. Mr. President, the principle involved is much
more vital than the duty imposed by the proposed Smoot amend-
ment upon fire brick. We can not judge of the importance of
this particular item by the duty imposed. It is highly illustra-
tive, however, of the character of the bill. It furnishes a strik-
ing illustration of the fact that this proposed tariff measure is
not founded upon any principle, either of free trade or of pro-
tection.

In a recent address on behalf of the fire-brick producers of
the country the Senator from Idaho [Mr, Gooping] made an
especial plea for tHe imposition of a duty upon brick produced
in his State. In the course of that address he read a letter from
J. B, Watson, of Troy, Idaho, the manager of the Idaho Fire
Brick Co., in which that gentleman states his reason for seeking
a duty upon fire brick., I ask unanimous consent to insert in
the Recorp at this point that portion of the letter of Mr. Watson
which was quoted by the Senator from Idaho.

+The VICE PRESIDENT. Without: objection, it is so
ordered. -

The matter referred to is as follows:

Tro¥, InAHO, April 3, 1922,

The pending amendment in that

Hon. F. R. Goopixa,
United States Nepate, Washington, D. .

Desr SBExNATOR : We belleve the new tariff bill has passed the House
of Congress and is now up for discussion in the House of Senators.
We do not know whether the import tariff on imported fire brick has
been increased from 10 per cent, as it was, or not. We earnestly ask
yourself to nse your best efforts to have this tarifi increased from 10
per cent to 25 per cent.

We are selling very few brick in Everett, Seattle, Tacoma, or Port-

land. Any business we are getting is from inland points,
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FACTS TO BE REMEMBERED.

Ocean freight rate from the Clyde River in Scotland and the Tyne
River in England to Seattle and other Pacific coast ports is only a
few cents more per ton than the railroad freights are from Troy,
Idaho, or Spokane, Wash., to Seattle and other Pacific ports. Then,
in Scotland a very great deal of the labor necessary in manufacturing
the fire brick Is done by females.

As to fire brick imported from Clayburn, British Columbia : The rail-
road freight, Clayburn to Seattle, is 17 cents and to Tacoma is 18 cents
l:m- hundredweight. Our rate to Seattle and Tacoma is 211 cents per

undredweight, a difference of $3.15 to Seattle and $2.45 to Tacoma
per 1,000 brick in favor of Clayburn, British Columbia. Besides this,
this étuxhurn company use cheap Hindu labor at their plant, and, fur-
ther, on account of Hindu and Chinese labor in the coal minee. their
coal is much cheaper in price than our coal is. :

Again, the Canadian fmport tariff on fire brick, United States manu-

m“?m‘- Is. 22‘ per cent, with 2 per cent sales tax; total, 241 per
cent.

Mr. STANLEY. After reading that letter the Senator from
Idaho said:

80 that is the condition the brickmakers in my Btate have to meet.
The manufacturers in Canada employ Iipdu labor not only in the brick-
rards but in the coal mines, omen laborers are employed in Scot-
and, and that is what the brick plants of the West must meet. he
freight rate the foreigners have to pn.’; is about the mame or a little
more than we have to puy in Idaho, That is the condition which con-
fronts the two little munufacturing plants we have in our State, and
that f8 the real issue before Congress and before the Senate to-day,
whather we will fix a rate which will equalize the difference whic
exists in the costs of production of any product, whether it is brick or
m&hing else, and give us a chance to work our factories. The other

is not even willing to give our citizens the same protection that
Cannda gives thelrs as against the United States. It is a simple, plain
story; but it presents the whole tariff ?:cstlon as to protection, and it
will be found to apply to every industry and every case, if nators
on the other side will just take the time to make an honest investiga-
tion, instead of casting insults across the aisle to this side, tn.lkﬁ‘u‘g
about the bill inwtng! been framed behind closed doors in the interest
of predatory wealth, in all of which they know there is no truth at all.

gave uf a great deal of time while this bill was belng framed and
saw a great deal of the efforts of the committee. No men ever worked
barder than they did, and this is the best tariff bill that has ever
been presented to Congress protecting the interests of this whole
country,

After that address, and after the statement of the Senator
from Idaho that we were not willing to give our own citizens
the same protection that was given to citizens of Canada—and
it is a fact that there is a 25 per cent ad valorem duty, includ-
ing a siles tax, on brick imported into Canada, while there is
none upoen such exports—this schedule, as I understand, was
reviewed by the official reviewers on the other side of the aisle
and mutilated accordingly. They returned an amendment pro-
viding for free brick, with the exception of fire brick, mag-
nesite brick, and two or three other peculiar kinds of brick,
but embodying a modest and simple proviso that in the event
any other country imposed a duty on brick we. were to impose
a like duty, a retaliatory duty, or, as the Senator 7Yrom North
Dakota [Mr. McCuomeer] calls it, a “ countervailing ” duty.

Mr. President, it is a fact that the only brick of any im-
portance that is imported into this country comes from Canada,
and, therefore, the proposed countervailing duty is nothing
more nor less than a retaliatory duty upon such Canadian
exports. The protection afforded is identically the same as if
the committee had honestly and eandidly imposed a 25 per cent
duty on ordinary brick and the same duty upon fire brick.

Upon a superficial view, with no other item before us, it
might be plausibly contended that if a 25 per cent duty is im-
posed on brick coming into Canada we should impose a 25 per
cent duty upon brick which Canada exports to this country;
but, Mr, President, this continual nagging at Canadian ex-

ports; this attempt to build a tariff wall along the Canadian |
border is the most indefensible, the most unwise, and the |

smallest piece of politics that was ever played by intelligent
legislators. The future political economist or the future his-
torian in reviewing the industrial progress of this country will
pause either in pity or amazement at this effort to prevent re-
ciprocal trade relations between Canada and the United States.
The same physical conditions exist in both countries. The
Great Plains and the valley of the Mississippi extend across the
Canadian border; the same mountain ranges run from Canada
through the United States and that part of Canada which is
industrially developed happens to be a narrow strip 400 miles
wide and 4,000 miles long, producing, in the main, raw materials.
This attempt of the United States to keep Douglas fir and pine
and wool and metal, the raw materials of Canada, from the
smelters and the mills and the factories of the United States
has compelled the producers of raw materials in Canada to
build a per eapita mileage of railroads 300 per cent greater than
in the United States, and has resulted in the development of
mills in the eastern portion of Canada, in many instances,
3,000 miles from the seat of the production of the raw materials.
For the year ending June 30, 1920. we received from Canada
in copper, precious metals, nickel. asbestos, lumber and timber,
furs and fur skins, and pulp wood to a value of $253,089,155.

XLII 510

Mr. President, Senators on the other side may talk about
a little countervailing duty against Canada, but by this bill it
is proposed to impose a duty upon salt coming from, Canada.
whereas salt may be imported into Canada free. We are
exporting annually to Canada from ten to fourteen million dol-
lars’ worth of corn, with no Canadian tariff on the commodity,
whereas on the Canadian corn a duty is imposed. Potatoes
and flour may be exported by us to Canada free upon condi-
tion that we grant a like privilege. Canada is to-day receiving
free into her ports $23,921,938 worth of our tropical and semi-
tropical fruits; she receives without any import duty nearly
$27,000,000 worth of our cotton, Of corn, manufactured to-
bacco, electrical and gas apparatus, the latter of which enter
Canada practically free, we shipped into Canada in 1920 nearly
£40,000,000 worth. In addition to that, Canada takes our gaso-
line, peanut oil, soya beans, such brick as is not manufactured
in Canada, iron ore, brass and copper scrap, nickel, wool, native
hides, furs and skins, and they all enter Canada free, whereas
we impose enormous duties against Canada. In spite and in
face of the liberal policy pursued by Canada, it is proposed
that we shall slap *her in the face with a petty countervailing
duty on a few wheelbarrow loads of bricks. It would have heen
infinitely better to have left your bill as it was than for the
purposes of small politics to have taken this gratuitous slap at
the Canadian Government.

Mr. President, let us look at this brick schedule a minute
and see what is the necessity for this tax on brick. If a duty
upon fire brick were of any material benefit, I should be, from
personal or selfish reasons, the last to appear against it

The fire-brick kilns of my own State in any one day in the
vear produce more fire brick than is produced in the State of
Idaho in a year. The production of fire brick, upon which you
place this heavy duty, is an important industry. It is a scien-
tific industry. It Is essential to the smelting of metals. It is
an essential item in every home. The fire brick makes the
backs of your stoves. It goes into your fireplaces, and the

‘seconds and the less fine brick are peculiarly fitted, on account

of their hardness, to the building of roads and the erection of
public and private buildings of all kinds. As I stated once
before upon the floor of the Senate, in the little town of New
Cumberland, W. Va.—a town of three or four thousand inhab-
itants—where they have vast veins of fire elay, the streets are
paved with fire brick, the houses are builded with it, and the
tonnage from the little village of New Cumberland, where they
have these vast brick industries, exceeds in weight the entire
freight from the imperial eity of Memphis.

These brick must be made scientifically. It is not a simple
matter to make fire brick. It is not a question of a few
ignorant laborers. These brick are made to stand three or four
thousand degrees of heat. They are the component parts of
one of the most wonderful and scientific of mechanisms. With
the exception of the steam engine and various electrical de-
vices, T know of nothing that has done more to make the United
States the industrial master of the world than the perfection
of the open-hearth furnace. Until this furnace was perfected
all our steel had to be made in a Bessemer converter holding a
few tons, operated at great cost, and using no other material
than the Bessemer ore of the Mesabi Range, for the reason
that all of the basic ores all over the United States were too
high in phosphorus to make steel ; they were used only for cast-
ings. With Schwab’s~perfection of the open-hearth furnace
we produced a finer quality of basic steel than by the use of
the Bessemer ore, and it made every single pound of ore in the
United States immediately available for the highest purposes
of fabricated steel, and every one of these open-hearth furnaces
is made of fire brick. These fire brick stand only a few heats
and then they must be torn down and builded over again.

Our exports of fire brick in the year 1920 amounted to $82.-
570,000 and our imports amounted to $4,200,225—twenty times
as many fire brick exported as imported. In addition to that,
we have put heavy duties upon the various widely scattered
chemicals that go into these brick. It must be remembered
that an ordinary rock. like serpentine, will fuse at T00 degrees.
Limestone is put in the furnace because it melts more quickly
than the ore; and yet by the careful and scientific selection of
clays and chemiecals ground up and mixed together-a brick is
produced which will withstand a heat of over 3,000 degrees and
hold 5 or 6 tons of molten metal boiling like a caldron. The
cheapness with which that furnace can be constructed is an
essential element in the production of steel, and in the facility
and cheapness with which we can make steel lies our hope of
the futnre mastery of the iron markets of the world; and we
first deliberately increase the cost of the production of steel by
putting a duty upon fire brick, notwithstanding the fact that




8084

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JUNE: 3,

| we are exporting twenty times a§ many brick as we are import-
| ing, and why? Because a Senator of the United States must be
| Placated,
| Do Senators know that only $3,000 worth of brick is made
1in Idaho i a year? The total fire-brick production in Idaho,
| according to the census of 1920, was 100,165 brick; valued at
| $3,000; and in order to protect a shirt-tail full of fire brick in
‘1daho you place this incubus upon one of the key industries
rof the world! Tt is the first time that sane, sober, thoughtful
| législators ever met and kept their faces straight while they
| attempted by legislative processes to construet a barrel around
a bung hole.
There are a little over 100 people employed in making fire
| brick in Idaho, and in the United States as a whole there are
thousands employed. My own State is fourth in the produc-
‘tfon of fire brick. We produce annually in Kentucky not 100,000
lﬁre brick but 100,000,000 fire brick—110,259,000 fire brick,
valued at $3,841,458. If fire brick needed this duty, do you
suppose I would be up here making war upon fire brick? I do
iprotest against increasing the cost of production of fire brick.
I do protest against increasing the cost of every furnace in the
i United States and increasing the price of steel. I hold no brief
| for the Steel Trust, but I will be just, even to it. “ For justice
i all places are a temple, and all seasens summer,” and we’ can
{never take the duty off of fabricated steel while by unwise,
{ half-baked legislation we increase the cost of its production.
. Many political economists believe that but for the sharp com-
| petition for the control of the iren business of the world we
{would have had no World War, and but for our'own incompre-
{hensible stupidity in hampering, in weighting, and in man-
acling this giant of iron we could to-morrow rid this great indus-
try of all the red tape and legislative shackles that impede its
| progress; we could to-morrow take the iron industry of the
| world, because none could approach us in production of fire
ibrick as well as everything else entering inte the production of
iiron and steel.
Oh, but says-the Semator from Idaho, it costs more to make
i fire brick in this country. Hindus work in the coal mines in
! Seotland ; apd, of course, that would not amount to a row of
. pins if they did not make cheaper coal than we do here. What
does it matter who works in ecoal mines in Seotland or at what
| they work if the coal im Seotland costs more than the coal in
| the United States? But they work Hindus in the coal mines in
' Scotland and they dig coal for less than our miners, and labor
| is an item in the cost of producing coal, and the cost of coal is

| an item in the production of fire brick in Seotland, and that is:

| the house that Jack built

Why, let us see the real cost of fire brick, if it ever is or ever
| was imported from Scotland. Now, remember, they state that
they can make fire briek for $30 a ton in Idaho, and it is guoted
at much less:than that.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, before the Senator leaves the
question of the production of coal, will he permit an interrup-
:tion?

Mr. STANLEY. Certainly.

Mr. KING. I think the evidence conclusively shows that
prior to the war we produced coal in the United States perhaps
'cheaper than it was produced at any other place in the world.
The cost of a ton of coal at the tipple was approximately 97
,cents to $1 a ton—cheaper than in Canada, cheaper than in New
Brunswick, cheaper than in any of the-British possessions to
the north, and, as I recall, cheaper than in Scotland or in Eng-
land, either.

Mr.*STANLEY. Why, Mr. President, it is amusing to hear
Senators talk about high-priced coal. 1 am amazed that any
informed statesman should do it. Here is the trouble: Some
fellow imagines that somebody is getting into his market, and
i he writes a letter, and he is my constituent, and I believe him.
I honestly do believe that if some constituents would write and
{tell Members of Congress that they needed protectior on the
,American Santa Claus they would demand a duty for the ade-
quate protection of an “American Santa Claus.”

Mr; President, as everybody knows, the only country in the
world that exports coal torany degree and can produce coal
.cheaply enough to export it is Great Britain. The coal that is
(most available, that is high enough in earbon and low enough in
ash, that has the quality of a steam coal, is found in Wales.

Just recently the English Government conducted an investiga-
tion of the cost of producing coal in Cardiff. They pay their
miners, I will say to the genial Senator from Idaho, about half
the wages we pay, and, therefore, of course, our coal industry
is prostrate. In Scotland they pay still less, and Scotland would
no more send ceals to Newcastle now than it did a hundred
years ago, when poets laughed about such a performance; and
yet I read you from the testimony of Mr. William Alexander

Lee, taken before the British Coal Commission. The British
Govemment was investigating the lower cost of American coal
in the markets of the world.

Question 1126, Mr. Evan Williams, a member of Parliament,
to the witness:

You arrive at a c. i. f. price for South Wales coal in the A i
what?—A. Of about Bls.pa. ton. - PR

Q. What is the American priee f. 0. b. and what is the freight?—A,
The American price £. o. b. is 21s. and the freight, I understand, now
stands 60s.

So that we can put a ton of coal to-day in Buenos Aires at 31s.
a ton, 33} per cent less than they can put it there from Wales
and much less than what they can put it there from Scotland.
Why is that? I read further:

1128. Q. Still at 603.2—A. Yes. I have not heard i
bel_fﬂf,' IBDE. f{hatm:mul% ﬂ'ﬁlm it iliu. gL aani

. Q. Mr. an ams: Given an adeguate supply of tonna

from the States, they can take from us in normal tlmnens.m;‘n.§|r at the prt-&:
ent time, even with a considerable reduction in onr price f. 6. b, the
whole of our South American trade?—A. Yes. It is purely a question
of what rates the Americans can run their ships, ’Bhe dv!l!erence he-
tween the South Wales ports and South American ports is ronghly the
same as that between the American ports and the South Ameriean
and the Americans will have whatever margin there is between the cost
of British coal and American coal f. 0. b,

1161. Q. It was just a little in favor of England over the United

gland in freight, but

Stutes >—A. There was about 2s, 6d. in favor of

the Americans had it in price.

can compeiitionso- A" B preae ol it Y BRI o Amert
American competition in bgth Son& Amertcamn.t?d‘n{’ l’lg:e Mmté.ﬁru?i:;:

To-day, give us the same cost per ton and we can take from
the British miner, at from $1 to $1.50 less per ton, every market
for coal in the western world, from the North Pole to Cape
Horn, and we can take every port upon the Mediterranean.
Nobody denies that exeept the Senator from Idaho, and he
would not deny it if he had not read a fool letter from a fellow
who was making $3,000 worth of brick out of a production of
$53,000.000.

Let us follow to Boise, Idaho, this apocryphal ton of brick,
made out of cheap Scotland coal which never existed. It could
reach Idaho by several different ways. The average price of
all fire brick in Idaho is $23 per 1,000. Suppose we. start
from Scotland. The ocean rate from Glasgow to New York is
25 shillings a ton, and reckoned at the $4.44 rate, it would be
$5.60 a thousand, or $19.42 a ton laid down in New York. The
rate frem New York to Boise is $25.44 a thousand (8% long
tons), so that it would cost the Glasgow manufacturer $79.32
to ship a thousand of $23 brick to Idaho, if he went by that
route.

Suppose he wanted to go by - way of New Orleans. These
fizures I am about to read are official. It would cost him
$73.92. Or he might get into Idaho by the Pacific Ocean; which
seems to be lined with Chinese and cheap labor, and all sorts
of horrible things. It would cost him, by way of Portland,
only $102.63 to get a thousand of brick into Idaho—worth when
it landed just $23—and if he came frem Canada, it would cost
him, shipped from Menireal, $74.59. More than that, you em-
ployed a tariff commission once. Why. on earth you ever es-
tablished a tariff commission I do not kiiow. The worst enemy
to such szchedules.as this is a tariff commission, or any other
commission which ecan read and write. We did not need a
tariff commission to tell us that you could not ship a thousand
brick, weighing  three or four tons and worth $23 when yow
started with it, any great distance without having the freight
eat up the value of the brick.

In addition to that, fire clay almost invariably underlies
eoal, if the Senator from Idaho only knew it. Wherever you
have a coal mine with fire clay under it, you can make the
kind of brick you manufacture in Idaho. They use the great
cutting maechines to undercut the fire clay and throw it away
in order to get the coal. So you can generally make fire brick
wherever you have a coal mine. But you can not ship it-over a
hundred miles or two hundred miles, if it is ordinary fire
brick, because the rate on the brick is more than the price
of the brick, and some other fellow will set up a kiln at a coal
mine and make fire brick more cheaply than you can ship it.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, it is soggested that a few:
thousand brick a year come in as ballast, and therefore we
ought ‘to put this duty on for the purpose of protecting against
those few thousand ballast brick.

Mr. STANLEY. The committee has reported on that ques-
tion. In this very same speech the Senator from Idaho states
that ships loaded with fire brick come into Seattle and San
Francisco after our grain, That would have been all very
well if it had not been for the fact that in discussing the
matter they accidentally put in some figures.

They say the wharves in Seattle are stacked with fire brick.
Suppose they were. Suppose you had brick piled a mile high in
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Seattle and San Francisco, you could hardly ship it across the
street. You could not send it 50 miles. You could not break
bulk and ship a thousand fire brick 100 miles from Seattle, 100
miles from San Francisco, 100 miles from Portland, Oreg.,
without paying more than $23, because it weighs several tons.
Yet. as I will show further on in a few minutes, you are going
to throw the cloak of protectionism about the most gigantic
and soulless combination of convicted criminals who ever
made a world houseless and homeless, in order that $3,000
worth of brick in Idaho may be protected from the cheap coal
and the pauper labor of Scotland.

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spexcer in the chair).
Does the Senator from Kentucky yield to the Senator from
Idaho?

Mr. STANLEY. Certainly.

Mr. GOODING. Did the Senator say there were 200 men
employed in Idaho manufacturing fire brick?

Mr. STANLEY. About that.

Mr. GOODING. And they produce $3,000 worth of fire
brick in a year?

Mr. STANLEY. Those are the figures.

Mr. GOODING. In a year?

Mr. STANLEY. Yes, sir. I will read the Senator what he
himself said about it.

Mr. GOODING. I did not say anything about it.

Mr., STANLEY. Well, what your man said. Let us get the
story of this diminutive and suffering industry. Talk about.
infant industries. This one has hardly learned to suck yet; it
has not been worked. It is just born, but it is not dry. If it is,
it is kiln dried. Let me see if I can find that speech in the
mass of data I have here.

In this address they say it is a little bit of a suffering
industry. I have the figures on it and will put them in the
Recorp. It says there are less than 200 people employed in
that conecern.

AMr. POMERENE. Mr. President, the Senator means to
limit that statement about the 200 people being employed in
the industry to Idaho? :

Mr. STANLEY. Yes; in these two little factories. They
have but two brick kilns in Idaho, making $3,000 worth of
bricks. We make $3,000 worth of bricks in one day in Ken-
tucky. If this is going to hurt anybody, I am ruined.

Mr, POMERENE. If the Senator will permit me, I happen
to come from the very center of the brick industry. There
are brick companies galore in and about Canton and Cleveland
and down along the Ohio River. I never heard of anybody
suggesting a tariff on brick. The thing they have been com-
plaining about is railroad rates, which cut them out of a large
part of new markets. If there is one thing in the world that
we can make in this country it is brick, and because of the
freight rates nobody can compete with the brickmakers of
Ohio. This must be one of the gold bricks that is being handed
to the farmers.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr., President, there is but one bigger fool
thing than a tariff on brick, and that would be a tariff on
atmosphere—on hot air. In this letter to the Senator from
Idaho, the writer says:

There are two small Elanta producing fire brick located in my home
county in Idaho, and these plants are competing with fire brick pro-
duced in Scotland, England, and elsewhere, where the wage conditions
are mot at all adequate for American labor,

Mr. President, I had to hunt for this fire brick in Idaho like
hunting for a needle in a haystack. I sent down to the depart-
ment and asked them to tell me about fire brick, and in the
tabulated statement they sent me I could not find Idaho. I
went back and said, * Is anyone producing fire brick in Idaho?”
The man scratched his head and said, * Fire brick in Idaho?"
I said, “ Yes.” He said, * We can’t find it. It is not men-
tioned. It is negligible.” 1 said, “ Go back with your micro-
scope and see if you can find it.”

They came back and said, * It is discovered. It has never,
been brought to the attention of the experts before, but they
do make $3,000 worth in a year.” These are official figures
from the department, which I will put into the REecorp.

Mr. President, what is the purpose of this duty on brick?
The Senator from Arkansas read before this body a most re-
markable statement from the Lockwood Committee. If the
Senator from Idaho were given the New York market and
ran his little kilns full filt for a hundred years, he could
hardly supply the demand of New York for brick for a week.

Mr., GOODING. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken-
tucky yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. STANLEY. Certainly.

Mr, GOODING. The Senator from Kentucky states very
clearly the facts in connection with fire brick or any other
brick. You can not ship them more than 200 miles over a rail-
road in this country and pay the freight rate, he said. I will
say that usually the common brick, at least, can not be shipped
over a hundred miles, though fire brick may be shipped farther,
but not more than three or four or five hundred miles, and pay
the freight rates on American railroads. 1 quite agree with the
Senator in that. But I do not agree with him that a duty on
fire brick, or on common brick, as far as that is concerned, will
increase the price of brick to any man in the United States.
The Senator had better be a little consistent in his argument.

Mr. STANLEY. I am more than consistent. 1 am candid.
I am severely truthful. Of course, it does not increase the
price to the consumer. Oh, Mr. President, we had a typical
instance of that the other day when a little 10 per cent duty
on cyanide was imposed. It just happens that cyanide is made
by one corporation and used by another. A big trust makes
cyanide and the great gold mines of the world consume it. So
we had a fight between the great producers of gold and the
great producers of cyanide, and from the other side of the
Chamber we heard the helpless wails that this was a tax
that could not be passed on. Why did you not tell the gold
miner that the consumer did not pay the tax; that the importer
paid the tax on cyanide? Why did you not tell him competi-
tion would settle it; that it did not matter if you put it on?
But Senator after Senator rose and said as a matter of course
this is a tax; said the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. STER-
Ling] this is a tax, said the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Obmg],
the consumer must pay—and the Senator from South Dakota
honors me by his attention—the consumer must pay it be-
cause you can not pass it on, the price of gold being fixed., If
you admit the corporation must pay the tax, why does not the
individual have to pay it, too? The minute you found that
you had one tax that you could not pass on to the naked,
helpless, silent, and undefended consumer, you turned about
face and in the twinkling of an eye you took the thing off.

That is a poor argument. If the consumer does not pay it,
and the importer pays it, it will come in anyway and the
tax will not do you any good. If the importer does not pay it
and the consumer pays it, there is every reason for my argu-
ment.

It is proposed to put a duty of 25 per cent on brick. 'EN}PI’E
are $53,000.000 worth of fire brick produced in the United
States. There are $82,000,000 worth of common brick pro-
duced. In the ecity of New York alone there are $488,000,000
worth of brick consumed in a year. Suppose you gave the
Senator from Idaho the market, how long would it take him to
supply it? The Senator from New York [Mr. Carper] has intro-
duced a memorial stating, among other things, that—

There is a present shortage of housing accommodations of the
cheaper class for about 400,000 a)eop!e among the masses of the work-
ers, all of which is set forth in detail in the accompanying report.

L - - L] & L] -

The committee now finds that there Iz a famine in the basic ma-
terials reguired in building construction, such as bricks, sand, lime,
cement, ete. The supply of these materials has been restricted in many
cases through the operation of these unlawful combinations and in
other instances by reason of the phenomenal demand due to the in-
crease of bullding activity that iz essential to meet the emergency.

The exaetions of manufacturers and dealers in building materials due
to this scarcity of supply have resulted in abnormal price increases,
and in some instances in the inability to meet the demand on any terms,
Manufacturers and dealers are either unable or uuwﬂling to satisfy
these demands upon a basis of reasonable prices over and above the
actual cost. This situation grevatls not only in the city of New York
but in- many of the ecities throughout the country, and for the same
reason. Unless corrected it threatens to paralyze the efforts to correct
the present crisis.

As illustrative of the extent to whieh oppression has been practiced
bg these combinations above referred to, it appears from the evidence
that*at a time when the price of building sand was abnormally hich,
largely ag the result of a monopoly in the transportation faecilities, a
trans-Atlantic steamer of the Munson Line brought as ballast into the
port of New York a cargo of high-class sand, which it endeavored to
market. DBecause of the then exigting combinations on the building-
materials market, no dealer or builder dared buy the sand, althoug
it was of high quality, was %reau\r needed, and could bave been had
for less than one-quarter of the ‘]rire that was then being charged for
a similar product. 'The steamship company was [inally compelled, at
considerable expense, to take the sand out to sea and there to dump it,
because of the grip of this monopoly.

L] - * - » % L]

Unless this situation is eorrected the continnance of these arrange-
ments will materially interfere with the importation into this country
of building materials, unless Congress will, in fixing the tariffs, make
such reductions as will take into account the added cost of transporta-
tion, due to the fact that our Government is a party to combinations
against which its antitrust laws are directed.

The only Immediate remedy in sight is to permit the prompt importa-

tion into this country of building materials of the classes that are now
excluded through prohibitive tariffs, under cover of which the present
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profiteering demands are being exacted. The added cost of !mt Kello McNary Poindexter Stanley
upon such importations due to combinations between the stea p | Eendrick Mozes Pomerene Bterling
companles increases the burdens to that extent. %fyes Nélson Ransdell Swanson
T x : n New Rawson Townsend
H’unk of this: These makers of brick, these producers of Lndﬁ Newbarey Robir ton T.Tmler;goﬂ
cement ) La Follette Nicholson Bheppard Wadsworth
Mr, GOODING. Mr. President—— Lenroot Norris Shortridge Walsh, Mont.
Mr. STANLEY. I yield to the Senator from Idaho. i S Qadls s e
Mfr, GOODING. I hope the Senator will not confuse my | McKinley Pepper Sutout winis
statement on the small quantify of brick made in Idaho with | McLean Phipps Spencer

the brick used in New York or any part of the country. It is
a question of the territory we have been covering for a number
of vears, and we have lost a great deal of that market be-
cause of the shipment of brick there from Scotland and Eng-
land and Canada, where they have cheaper freight rates than
we have in Idaho, and are thus enabled to ship fire brick
into our markets at Seattle and Tacoma.

The Senator is quite right when he says it could not affect
prices more than 200 miles distant. I am sure he does not
want to waste time by trying to make me out as saying we
have had a chance to ship fire brick to New York and meed a
duty of 25 per cent. I do not think we can find any new
market now with the duty, so far as that is concerned, but
we want to hold our own market, and it will not affect the
price of brick apywhere in the United States unless to the
people of Seattle, It will give us our market, and we are
entitled to it.

Mr. STANLEY. If they can ship brick from Scotland to
Idaho, I do not see why they should not ship brick from Idaho
to New York. But, be that as it may, of course I know they
can not ship brick from Idaho to New York, but here is the
vice of this “yon tickle me and I tickle you" proposition.
The Senator from Idaho must have protection on brick. You
can not protect the brick of Idaho without protecting the brick
of New York. The prices of brick in New York have gone
up from $17 to $50 a thousand. When the price of brick in
twenty-odd cities of the United States, from Boston to Los
Angeles, ranged from $15 to $20 a thousand, a merciless gang
of highbinders took by the throat the great city of New York,
with 400,000 homeless people, an empire in itself, and are de-
manding 150 per eent profit on brick. Not enly that, they are
in close combination with the makers of cement and the pro-
ducers of sand, and for these crimes they have been tried and
convicted in the ecourts.

The price of brick in New York was raised to such an ex-
orbitant price by this eriminal conspiracy that it has overcome
the hitherto impenetrable barrier of freight rates upon such a
heavy commodity, and brick were about to be imported from
Canada into New York. The people of New York, the houseless
ones, with the sworn officers of the law, come here and out of
the mouth of a Republican, not a Democratie, Congressman, and
in the name of common justice and common decency they pray
and plead with you and memorialize you not to-put a duty of
25 per cent upon an essential commodity so necessary to the in-
dustrial Hfe of the greatest metropolis in the world.

Your answer is, “ We would like to do it, but the Senator from
Idaho has $3,000 worth of fire brick and we must take care of
a fellow Senator if New York goes to the ding-bowwows or
industrially to the devil.”

That is the absurdity, that is the wickedness, that is the assi-
ninity of imposing duoties of this kind. 1 have taken the time
of the Senuate upon this schedule not on account of the size of
the industry—censiderable as it is—but because it is a startling
instance not of protectionism gone mad but of protectionism
gone demented. Senile and shameless, reduced to a point where
it no longer realizes that the people of the United States, the
intelligent electorate of Ameriea, if they do not condemn ‘it for
its crime, will spew it out of their mouths for its stupidity and
its folly.

Mr. GOODING addressed the Senate. After having spoken for
some time, :

Mr, McNARY. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SeeNcer in the chair).
Does the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator from Oregon?

Mr. GOODING, I yield.

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from Idaho is making a most
valuable contribution to this discussion. I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is
suggested, The Secretary will call the rell.

The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to
their names:

Ashurst Cameron Curtis Hale

Ball prer Dillingham Harris
Borah Caraway du Pont Harrison
Brandegee Colt Ernst Heflin
Bursum Culberson Gmaod‘in Johnson
Calder Cummins G g Jones, Wash.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-seven Senators having
answered to their names, there is a quorum present.

EXTENSION OF NATIONAL BANK CHARTELS,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Idaho
yield to me?

Mr. GOODING. Yes; I yield.

Mr. KING. During my ahsence a day or two ago House bill
8527 extending the charters of national banks was called up and
passed. I was opposed to that bill. I do not believe that it is
wise or prudent to grant charters for 99 years. Of course, the
bill as passed by the Senate was an improvement over the bill
as passed by the House, I was entirely willing to support a
measure granfing charters to national banks for a period of 50
years. The distinguished Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass}
and others who I thought shared the views which I entertained,
I am now advised, had acceded to the Senate bill, and so fur as
I know now there are perhaps only two or three of us who .are
opposed to the bill. T do not feel like carrying the fight further,
in view of that fact.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President——

Mr, KING. I yield. )

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. I think I am right in saying that
heretofore national banks have never asked for charters for
longer than 20 years at a time. I think they have been re-
newed at 20-year periods heretofore.

Mr. KING. That is my recollection,

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Then, why this perpetual charter,
which is against the spirit of democratic institutions?

Mr. CALDER. Mr, President, if the Senator will permit me,
the national banks of the country, through their organizations,
have asked for perpetual charters, pointing out the fact that'
under our Federal reserve act they were given certain fiduciary
powers; and also, in view of the fact that the State banks can
come in under the Federal reserve act and have every right and
privilege that a national bank has under the Federal reserve
system, the national banks felt that they ought to have all the
privileges accorded the State banks, and they think that they
can not get the trust business that the State banks get unless
they have perpetual charters.

As the Senator knows, the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency examined every phase of that question; and in view of the
opposition, particularly on the other side, they determined not
to press the matter of perpetual charters, and therefor brought
in an amendment to the House hill providing for 99-year char-
ters. The bill has passed the House, the House has disagreed
to our amendments, and the bill is back here from the House
with a request for a conference.

Mr. WATSON or Georgia. But, Mr. President, there is no
similarity between State banks and national banks. The State
banks have no authority to issue notes to circulate as money.
The national banks have; and the Democratic Party, if it has
any record at all, is on record as eternally hostile to the issue of
money by private institutions. That was the creed of Jefferson.
That was the great fight that Jackson made. That subject takea
up some of the most thrilling chapters in the aufobiography
of Martin Van Buren. I am amazed, Mr. President, that on the
Democratic side no opposition is made to the renewal of these
charters for any length of time, and certainly I am astonished
that anybody should agree to renew the charters for so long a
time as 50 years, when heretofore the banks themselves have
only asked for 20.

R Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, will the Senaftor yield?
Mr. GOODING. Mr. President——

Mr. KING. If the Senator from Idaho will indulge us for a
few moments more, I shall be much obliged.

Mr. GOODING. I shall be very glad to yield, if it is only for
a reasonable time.

Mr. KELLOGG. Of course, the issuing of circulating notes
has nothing to do with the charters of banks. Congress has
abgolute control of that privilege, and can take it away at any
time it sees fit. Congress can take away the charter of any
national bank. Even if it is made a perpetual charter there is
a reservation, and not only can Congress take it away but it
can be revoked for a violation of any of the terms of the

charter,
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Mr. WATSON of Georgia, That has always been the case,
Mr. President.

Mr. KELLOGG. That has always been the .case. The ques-
tion of whether a unational bank should or should not issue
notes to cireulate as meoney, of course, is entively in the hands
of Congress, as is thequestion whether a charter shall be con-
tinuous or not. There is .one object in not requiring the re-
newal of these charters every 20 years. It is a wvery expensive
proceeding, while Congress has the absolute power at-any time

to take away the charters, to repeal the .charters, or to amend

the charters.

Mr., WATSON of ‘Georgia. The Senator knows the strength
of the plea that is made .in favor of wvested rights.

Mr. KELLOGG. 1 understand rthat, but the Senator will
understand that there are 18 States already whiech grant per-
petual charters.

Mr. CALDER. There are 21.

Mr. KELLOGG. And the number is increasing constantly.
1 submit there .can be no particular cobject in requiring a bank
to go to the .expense of reorganizing and liquidating every 20
years. ;

Mr., WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Deoes the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Georgia?

AMr. -GOODING. 1 do not think I shall yield any longer, un-
less the Senator from New York is compelled fo go away.

Mr. CALDBER. 1 am going to leave the Chamber in.a few
moments. The bill has passed. It is simply a question

whether the Benator from Utah is disposed to withdraw his |

motion to reconsider the vote. The bill must become a law
within a few weeks, or a great many banks will be eompelied
to liguidate.

Mr., WATSON of Georgia. If the Senator will examine the
Statistieal Abstract as to the profits paid by these banks, which
are stupendous, [ am sure he will agree that the expense of
reorganization once in 20 years is a mere drop in the bucket.

Mr. KING. M- President, T share the views which have
heen expressed by the Senator from Georgia.

is very obnoxious to me, and T am opposed to it. If T eounld

defeat it 1 certainly shounld. However, with the limited oppo-
sition which 1 perceive exists—the Benator from Georgia and

myself are, ag far as I know, the only two opposed to it—IT do
not feel like pressing the fight, and therefore T was disposed |

fo withdraw my motion to reconsider; but if the Senator from
Georgia desires to diseuss the matter further

Mr. GOODING. 1 shall object to any further diseussion of
this matter.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia.
the Benate,

Mr, KING. 1 shall not withdraw my metion to reconsider.

Mr. WATHON of Georgia. 1 hope ‘the Senator will not -with-
draw ‘his motion.

Mr. KING. 1 shall not withdraw it at this time.

Mr. CALDER. 1f the Senator from Idaho will yield fur-
ther, and it is in order. 1 would like to make a point of arder
against the motion of the Senator from Ttah, The Senator
made his motion after the House had taken action on the bill.
The bill had passed the Senate, gone to the other House, they
had disagreed with the Senate amendments, and had asked for
a conference. 1 submit that that action having ‘been taken, the
motion is not in order.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia.
the floor.

The PRESIDING ‘OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho has
the floor, and he has yielded to the Senator from New York.

1 will not take any more time of

But the Senator from Tdaho has

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Dees that not take unanimous |

consent?

The TRESIDING OFFICER. Not for the Senator from

Tdaho to ¥ield to the Senator from New York.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. The question is not here now in
regular order. Can the Senator bring it up without unanimous
consent, or even with unanimous consent now?

Mr., KING. Mr. President, T suggest to the Renator from
New XYork to let the matter go over until Manday.

Mr. CALDER. T submit that if the Senator proposes to in-
sist upon his motion, and my point of order is not well taken,
the papers must be returned fo the other Chamber, their action
in appointing conferees rescinded, and the bill returned to the
Senate. We have only a week or two to dispose of ithis whole
matter, and it is a subject of great inconvenience to the busi-
ness interests of the country.

Mr. KEING. T do not desire to hold this matter up, or to oeca-
sion any confusion or trouble to the banks, and that is why I
suggested that if the Senator would let it go over until Monday
we will join in requesting the chairman of the Committee on

This legislation |

Finanee to give us a little while on Monday morning to consider
this,

Mr, KELLOGG, I suppose the Senator Enows there is no
general law for the extension of bank charters.

Mr. KING, I.am familiar with that.

Mr. KELLOGG. And-that they go out of business when their
charters -expire.

Mr. KING. I understand that.

The PRESIDING OFFICHR. The Senator from Idaho [Mr.
Gooprxg] is entitled to the floor.

‘THE' TARIFF,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
gideration of the bill (H. R, T456) to provide revenue, to regu-
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus-
‘tries of the United States, and for other purposes.

Mr. ‘GOODING resumed and concluded his speech, which is
entire as follows:

Mr. President, again let me say, T have not any quarrel with
Senators on the other side of the aisle who believe that protec-
‘tion is unconstitutional and morally wrong. That is the issue
before this body -in this protective tariff measure to-day,
whether we shall have on the one hand protection or on the
other hand free trade. I think we have spent something like
two days discussing the brick schedule and yet in their own
argument they admit that it can not affeet the price of brick
|‘more than 200 miles from the Canadian border, and T agree with

them thoroughly so far as common brick are concerned. Yet
| they would have the American people believe that a 25 per cent
ad valorem duty on-brick would raise the price of brick to every
'man who is building a home in America,

| That is what they are trying to do, to impress upon the
American people that protection to an American industry and
to American labor is robbery and an outrage. Believing as they
do that it is unconstitutional they have the right to say that
protection is a robbery. In this ease wiere Canada gives
|.a 25 per cent ad valorem duty and our brickmakers are de-
| nied that protection, they would continue the denial of that

|.rate to American brickmakers. 1 say it is unfair, it is unjust,
and it is un-American for any man to take an atfitude .that
would destroy an indusiry in this country, I do not care how
small it is, if it only emwploys 200 men a year. That principle
is un-American, and 1 do not eare from what party it comes.

It is true that British Columbia can manufacture brick and
can put it into Tacoma and Seattle at a less freight rate than can
'be done from my State, and that they are monopolizing and
| taking that market. It is true that they are bringing brick as
‘hallast from Scotland and selling it there and that brick are
| piled up on the wharves of Seattle at the present time. But it
is a question of whether you are going to be as fair to your
Ppeople as Canadais to her own people, and give them protection.

{Of course, everyhody knows, so.far as a tariff on brick is con-
cerned, or whether it is on the free list, that the price can not
‘be affected in New York if there is a brickkiln within 100 miles
of that city. They can not ship from Canada very far into the
| United States, nor ecan we ship into Canada very far. There
amay be exchanges of brick in different cities along the border,
but that is dbout all there is of it. That is all it amounts to.
But in order to destroy a great principle ¢f government, you
have fought this little brick protection for 'two long days with
the hope that it will go out to the American people that this is
an iniquitous measure, an infamous measure, conceived in cor-
ruption and belind closed doors, all of which you know is not
true. That is your game. You are fighting your campaign
right now, and unless somebody answers in behalf of the great
, principle .of protection on tlis side, you will do very well when
election time comes. There is no guestion about that, TUnless
| somebody on this side of the gisle tells the truth to the Ameri-
can people and meets the necusations and fdlse statements made
on the other side, of course you will be ready to 1ét the bill pass
| when you have sold it to the American people .as a gold brick
(.and a bunch of bunk—there is no question dabout that—and not
until ‘then. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. UxpErweop] has
been more than fair in making his statement that when they
| tell the American people about this bill—and that means from

the viewpoint of the free trader and the man who believes it is
unconstitutional and morally wrong to have protection—then
| you are going ‘to let it pass, and not until then, It is just as
| plain as if it were written on the walls what you intend to do.
| In the great international bankers of this country who are
internationalized to-day, who have lost their touch with the
American people, who have been for more than a year accentuat-
| ing ‘the importance of foréign trade, you have a political dlly
| of great power., All through the papers .for more than a
| year they have been talking about our foreign trade. They
' have been doing more than that. They bave had public speak-
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ers all over America accentuating the importance of our foreign
trade. I will agree that it is important, but we need nof de-
stroy our own industries, which I am going to show, too, before
I get through, in order to have foreign trade.

Then, again, you have the importers, many of them great
owners of department stores in this country, the Shylocks of
America—do not forget that, and I will prove it before the bill
iz passed—the great Shylocks of America,

A thousand per cent is a common thing with them on goods
produced by the pauper labor of Eunrope, which they bring in
here and sell to the American people. They are supported by
the great daily newspapers, of which the department stores
are the best customers. Of course the Sénator from Kentucky
and his Democratic colleagues have a right to be encouraged,
with all these great daily papers advocating their cause.
In Detroit one department store paid to three Detroit news-
papers last year $600,000 for advertising. The sum of $700,-
000,000 is paid yearly to the newspapers by the retail stores
of this country, no small amount of it coming from the depart-
ment houses, if you please., It is not strange that they say it
is no time to pass a protective tariff measure. It never will
be, so far as they are concerned.

Of course the Senator from Kentucky is not willing that we
shall do for our brick manufacturers what Canada is doing
for her brick manufacturers. If does not make any difference,
as the Senator from Arkansas said the other evening, wlat
Cunada does. If the Democratic Party live up to their prin-
ciples and follow the faith of their fathers\ehey have got to
put bricks on the free list or impose a duty upon them that is
not protective. That is the issue between us, and there is not
any refreating from it, so far as I am concerned. That is the
line T am going to follow in the discussion of the pending bill
before the Senate.

I shall now undertake to conclude the remarks begun by
me some days ago. I shall resume my discussion of tariffs in
foreign countries. First let me refer to the tariff in Belgium.
I find that on cocoa Belgium levies a tax of $7.80 per 100
pounds, and cocon Is a breakfast food. On coffee there is
levied a tax of $2.60 per 100 pounds; on vegetables, tinned
or bottled, $3.90 per 100 pounds; on cheese, $2.08 per 100
pounds; on apples, $8.63 per 100 pounds; on grapes, $7.77 per
100 pounds; on coconuts, 69 cents per 100 pounds; on prunes,
$5.17 per 100 pounds; on dates, $2.76 per 100 pounds; on
raisins, $1.73 per 100 pounds; on oats, 26 cents a bushel; on
oat flour, 69 cents per 100 pounds; on vermicelli and macaronl,
69 cents per 100 pounds; on honey, $3.10 per 100 pounds; on
soap, from $7.03 per 100 pounds to $15.33 per 100 pounds; on
sugar, $1.52 per 100 pounds; on tobacco, from $5.17 to "$10.40
per 100 pounds; on tobacco manufactured, $21.57 per 100
pounds; on dressed poultry, $10.34 per 100 pounds.

So we find that Belgium taxes the breakfast table, The
United States levies the lightest tax on the breakfast table
of any countiry in the world, and its tariff duties are the
lowest of any country in the world, with the exception of
China, and she has no right to fix her own duties and afford
protection to her industries.

Of agricultural products and provisions the amount imported
under the Payne-Aldrich law in 1912 was $34,146,822. At that
time our population was 95,097,289, and they paid a per capita
tax of 36 cents on agricultural products and provisions, with
the exception of sugar. We collected a duty of $50,951,199 on
sugar, a per capita tax of 53 cents, TFor the year 1912, under
the Payne-Aldrich law, the total per capita tax collected on
all agricultural products and provisions was 89 cents. The
total customs receipts for that year were $311,321,672. So
during that year the American people paid a per capita tax on
everything they ate and everything they wore, including lux-
uries and everything else, amounting to the insignificant sum
of $3.20 per capita. That was under that * robber " tariff bill—
that * outrageous robbery " that was forced upon the American
people by the Republican Party.

In 1914, on agricultural products and provisions imported
into this country, we received a revenue amounting to $24-
817,322, Our population at that time was estimated as being
97,207,515. Under the Underwood law the people paid a per
capita tax on agricultural products, not including sugar, of
25 cents. During that year the revenue collected from sugar
was $61,870,547; so that under the Underwood-Simmons law
the per capita tax on sugar was 63 cents. The total revenue
collected on all agricultural products for the year 1914 was
$806,678,779, representing a tax of 88 cents per capita. The
total customs receipts for that year were $283,718,081, repre-
senting a per capita tax in 1914, under the Underwood-Simmons
law, of $2.85. 5

For the year 1920 we collected revenue on agricultural prod-
ucts and provisions, with the exception of sugar, of $24,521,305;
and on sugar we collected revenues of $79,556,137. It appears,
therefore, that the per capita tax on the American people on
sugar for the year 1920 was 75 cents, and the American people
paid a total per capita tax of 98 cents on all agricultural prod-
ucts and provisions, including sugar. The total customs re-
ceipts for that year were $325,645565, representing a per
capita tax under the Underwood-Simmons law of $3.01.

Under the emergency tariff bill it is estimated that in 1922,
on agricultural products and provisions, not including sugar,
there will be collected a revenue of $45,881,959, represenfing
a per capita tax for agricultural products and provisions of
43 cents. On sugar it is estimated that we will collect a revenue
of $103,979,805, or a per capita tax of 98 cents on sugar alone.
For that year under the emergency tariff law the total amount
of revenue from agricultural products of all kinds is estimated
at $149,879,764, or a per capita tax of $1.41.

Mr, STANLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Kentucky ?

Mr. GOODING. I yield.

Mr. STANLEY. The Senator has questioned the authority
for the statement made by me that there are about 200 wage
earners making fire brick in Idaho. I sm in receipt of a letter
from the chief statistician for the Bureaun of Manufactures of
the Department of Commerce, dated May 19, 1922, in which he
says, among other things—and I will incorporate the letter in
the REcorp in the remarks which I have already made—

These concerns manufacturing fire brick in Idaho employed an av-

erage number of 109 wage earners. 1 regret that it is impossible to
separate the statistics for fire brick from those of other brick.

I placed the number too high. It is 109, instead of 200.

Mr. GOODING. Do the figures refer to those employed in
making fire brick?

Mr, STANLEY. Yes; those employed in making fire brick.

Mr. GOODING. And the total value of their labor for a
vear was $3,000, according to the Senator’s statement. Let that
go in the REcorp with the Senator's statement, and let it stand.
I am satisfied with it.

Mr. STANLEY. The statement as to $3,000 was from the
census.

Mr. GOODING.
Senator's statement,

Mr, STANLEY. The census for manufactures for 1920 gives
the value of $231457 for every kind of brick in Idaho produced
in Idaho.

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, fo resume my discussion
where I was interrupted, under the Fordney-McCumber bill the
revenue collected will be, it is estimated. $350,000,000. The
American people will be asked to pay $1.45 per capita on agri-
cultural products and provisions, including sugar; and they
will be asked to pay on all commodities under a measure that
gives protection to every American indusiry the stupendous
sum of $3.29 per capita.

The United Kingdom in 1922 collected from her people,
through her customhouses, $632,052,720, or nearly twice what
will be collected from the American people under a protective
tariff measure. With a population of 42,767,530, England col-
lected a per capita tax, through her customhouses, of $14.78, as
against $3.29 in America under the rates of the pending bill.

Why, we are nearer a free-trade country than any other
country on earth. There is no question about it. Canada in
1922 collected a revenue of $104,420,451 from a population of
8,769,489, a per capita tax of $11.90. They are a protected
counfry as compared to ours, and yet you would not give the
American brickmakers where they are exposed to competition
the same duty that Canada is willing to give to her citizens.
You can not help it; you have to vote for free trade, and be
against all protection ; and I have no feeling about it as far as
I am concerned.

France in 1921 collected a revenue through her customhouses
of $360,880,770, with a population of 41,500,000, a per capita
tax of $8.69.

Germany in 1922 collected through her customhouses $1,047.-
208&(30 with a population of 62,000,000, a per capita tax of
$16.89.

Argentina collected through her customhouses in 1920 a reve-
nue of $70,526,398, with a population of 9,000,000, a per capita
tax of $7.83 down in Argentina.

Mr. President, before this bill is passed our friends on the
other side of the Chamber will be shedding tears for the labor-
ing men of America, and I am sure they are going to be genuine
tears, from the heart; but if they will take the time to ascer-

Yery well, let it go in the Recorp as the
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tain how light the burdens are here in America on the laboring
man, who pays a smaller tax than any other laboring man in
all the world, they can save their tears and shed them for
other people in foreign countries. We will hear a good deal
about the breakfast table, of course, when we come to farm
products, which are necessities of life. Of course, the clothes
you wear, everything you have in your home which is taxed
under the Underwood law, are not necessities! |

I have taken the four great articles of breakfast food used
to determine the difference in taxes paid on fea, cocoa, cofiee,
and sugar in the different countries of .the world.as. compared
with America.

England places a dufy of 24 cents a pound on tea and collects
a revenue of $86,150,710, or $2 per capita, on fea alone. She
places. a rate of 10 cents a pound on cocoa, collects a revenue
of $9,845,320, or 23 cents per capita, on cocoa, another breakfast
table necessity in England and all over the world. England
places a duty of 12 cents a pound on coffee and collects a reve-
nue of $3,118,857, 'or a per capita tax of 7 cents. She places a
duty of 6 cents a pound on sugar. She collects a revenue of
$204,388,700, a per capita tax on sugar alone in England of
$4.48 every year, at least that is what it was'in 1921. These
figures are for 1921,

The average daily wage for carpenters, bricklayers, machin-
ists, plasterers, painters, and shoemakers in'the United King-
dom at present is $3.08. The average for these trades in'the
United States is $7.17 a day in 45 of our great cities. If the
American laborer were taxed in proportion to the earnings of
the laborer of the United Kingdom he would be forced to pay
a tax on foreign imports of $84.80 a year, while the per capita
tax collected in England from her customhouses on foreign im-
ports is $14.80,

‘France places a duty of $2.70 a hundred on tea, and she eol-
lects a revenue of $66, , a4 per capita tax of $1.62. On
coffee for the breakfast table she places a duty of 26 cents a
pound. She collects a revenue of $37,719,648, a per capita tax
of 90 cents, on coffee alone; while in America everything that
goes on the breakfast table and on the dinner table, and every-
thing the American eats, will carry a tax of but $1.45, as esti-
mated, under the tariff bill that is before the Senate at the pres-
ent: time.

On those four articles France collects a revenue of $2.77 per
capita per year. The:average daily wage paid to carpenters,
bricklayers, machinists, plasterers, painters, and shoemakers in
France at the present time is $1.46. The average for those
trades in the United States is $7.17. If the American laborer
were taxed in proportion to the earnings of the laborer of
France, he would be forced to pay a tax on foreign imports of
$42.60 a year, as compared with $3.29 under a protective tariff

“measnre which: gives labor protection, and which gives every
industry in America protection. Ah, yes; the American laborer
has been robbed.

The average daily wage paid to carpenters; bricklayers, ma-
chinists, plasterers, painters, and shoemakers in Germany at
the present time is the princely sum of 71 cents. I was unable
to get the figures of the receipts from the different items—
coffee, sugar, tea, and cocoa—in Germany, but they collect a
total per capita tax of $16.89 from their people on foreign im-
ports. If the American laborer were taxed in proportion to
the earnings of the laborer in Germany he would be forced to
pay a tax on foreign imports of $168.90 a year,

. I shall next give the figures for Canada, right across the
border, in whose favor the Senator from Kentucky is so keen
to destroy the brick plants in this country, where they can be
destroyed, along the line, from the fact that in Canada they
“have cheaper labor and cheaper freight rates in some cases.
Canada places a tax on the breakfast table; on tea of 10 cents a

pound.
Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, does the Senator mean to say
tslmt the level of wages in Canada is lower than in the United
tates?
Mr. GOODING. Lower than in the United States on an
average.
Mr. STANLEY. That is contrary to the information furnished
by every investigation of every industry we have ever had
' brought to the attention of the Senate or the Congress, and I
~would like to have incorporated in my address statements
which prove the contrary.
Mr. GOODING. 'My information is that they are  quite
fonsiderably lower in Canada on an average, especially in the
trades, than they are in this country. In Canada in.the woods
I know they are working 10 hours a day. I think the scale
is the same, but in America they have an eight-hour day in the
woods right along the border, and in Canada they employ

Japs, ‘Hindus, and that class of ‘labor. The Pacific Northwest
is the only place I know of where outdoor labor in the woods
is given an 8-hour day.

Canada places a duty of 10 cenfsia pound on tea. She
collects a revenue of $2,570,480, or a per capita tax on breakfast
tea of 29 cents. She places a duty on coffee of 5 cents a pound.
The per capita tax is 6 cents.

She places a duty on cocoa of 35 cents a pound, and collects
a revenue of $184.355.72, or 2 cents per capita.

She places a duty on sugar of 2 cents a pound. She collects
a revenue of $8,150,797.60, a per capita tax on sugar in Canada
of 92 cents.

The total per-ecapita tax on-those four articles in Canada is
$1.20, The total per capita tax in Canada on foreign imports is
$11.90, compared with $3.20 estimated under the McCumber bill.

The Republican policy has always been never to place any tax
on any articles not produced in this country unless they have
a displacement value, unless they displace some product of this
country. .This is practically the only great countryin ‘the
world that follows that pelicy. That is the prineiple of the
Republican Party, only to put a tax, if you please.to call it a
tax—I am not willing to admit that it is a tax except to the
foreigner, as he brings his imports into .this country.and pays
his money into the customhouse in order to bring his goods in

‘here to sell in our market. Every tax placed on every indus-

try is placed there for the benefit of labor, without a single ex-
ception to the rule,

JIn 1912 we admitted free of duty foreign imports to the value
of $861,512,987. That same year we admitted foreign imports
to the value of $759,209,915 upon which duties were paid. So
that 53 per cent of all imports passed the customhouse free of
duty under the protective tariff act of 1900.

In 1920 we received in this country free of duty imports to

‘the value of $3,113,948338. That same year we received im-

ports to the wvalue of §1,985,865,155, upon which duties were
paid. In 1921, 61 per cent of all our foreign imports passed our
customhouse free of duty, a larger percentage hoth under pro-
tection and free trade passing the customhouse: of .this country

free  of duty than any other country on earth. Yet we are

asked, How can ' Europe sell to us unless we open our. ports and
give them. an opportunity to bring .their products in free.

Our duties on the average are lower than those of any other
country on earth. The recipts at the customhouse prove that
beyond any question of doubt, . I placed in the Recorp the other
day a list of the articles that we buy from foreign countries
opon which no duty is paid at all. Why, we buy 80 per cent
of all the rubber of the world. We are the biggest buyers of
raw silk in the world that comes in here free, and many other
of the great commodities of the world are admitted here free.
Yet the great importers of this eountry and the international
bankers come pretty near making the American people believe
that our ports are practically closed to the foreigners of the
world, which is not true. The Fordney-McCumber bill reduces
the free list from 6 to 8 per cent, so that no doubt, as in the
past, more than 50 per cent of our imports will come into this
country free of duty.

I regret that we have people of foreign birth in this country
who are objecting to this Government levying duties on imports
that come in frem their native land. I can not understand a
foreigner, who comes to America to make a home, being pro-
English, pro-German, pro-French, pro-Italian, pro-anything but
pro-American, Never since the beginning -of time has there
been such a Government as ours. Never since the beginning of
time has the laboring man had such an opportunity as he has
had in America. Under the protection of this great Government
of ours, foreigners are coming to our shores, and are given an
opportunity to enjoy privileges and liberties such as the nobility
in their own native lands have never enjoyed. It is time, as
Andrew Jackson said way back in 1824, that we become a little
more Americanized.

I want to tell Senators on the other side of the Chamber that
we have reached a milestone in the history of this country, a
milestone in the history of the whole world, when the question
comes to find employment not only for the people of America
but for the people of the world. I .do not know -how we are
going to go on being the great beacon light for humanity unless

‘we protect our own people and keep them strong, hoping some

day that the people of Europe, the poor people of Europe, will
come up to our standards. But as long as I have strengih I
am not. going to see our ports thrown wide open, as the Demo-

- cratic Party would have done if they-could, and will do if they
~can, to the cheap labor of all the world.

‘T never “was in more deadly earnest in my life than I am
over the great principle of protection. I believe it is responsihie
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for the American standard of living and wages and citizen-
ship that have made us the supercountry of all the world
and the greatest people that ever graced the footstool since
the dawn of civilization. I sometimes wonder if there can
be an (.Alimerimn who, in the words of Sir Walter Scott, has
not said:

Breathes there the man with soul so dead
Who never to himself hath said,
This is my own, my native land ?
Whose heart hath ne'er within him burned,
As home his footsteps he hath turned
From wandering on a fo strand ?
If such there breathe, go, mark him well;
For him no minstrel raptures swell ; -
High though his titles, proud his name,
Boundless his wealth as wish can claim—
Despite those titles, power, and pelf, 2
The wreteh, concentrated all in self,
Living. shall forfeit fair renown,
And, doubly . shall go down
To the yile dust from whénce he sprung,
Unwept, unhonored, and unsung.

Mr, President, I ask permission to have inserted in the Recorp
the tables to which I have referred.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

FRANCE.

Revenue derived from duties on imports of te;l. coffec, cocoa, and sugar
into France for the fiscal year ended March 31, 1920,

Per

Article. Duty. | Receipts. capita

tax.
Coffee el B
Cocoa. 0,540, 412 | 235
Tea 672, 384 015
114,903, 743 ] 2.77
P0¥ullﬂun, 1921 ek —r 41, 500, 000
Total customs receipts from imports, 1921 - %360, 880, 770
PO it totl Fecelpt = 0w s s e o ses e Ses e ts $8. 69

The average daily wage paid to carpenters, bricklayers, machinists,
lasterers, painters, and shoemakers of France at the present time is
1.46 a day. The average for these trades in the United States is $7.17.
f the American laborers of this country were taxed in pz;taportlon to

the earnings of the laborers in France, they would be foreed to pay a
tax on foreign imports of $42.60 a year.

UNITED KINGDOM.

Revenue derived from duties on imports of tea, coffee, cocoa, and sugar

Total and per capita revente derived j{m imports in the countries into the Undted Kingdom for the fiscal year ended March 21, 1921,
named for the latest year for which the figures are ilabl
Article. Recei; 33
Country. Year. T&fm"’ Population. | Per capita. : Dty D u:ﬂta
105, 710, 620 $2.76
42, 767, 530 14.78 $36, 150, 710 $2.00
8,760, 489 11.90 9, 854, 512 -5
41,500,000 8.69 3, 018, 537 .07
62, 000, 000 16. 80 204, 338, T00 448
9,000, 000 7.83
3,870,023 13.33 303, 462, 765 6.78
Estimated total receipts under the McCumber bill, $350,000,000; | Population, 1922___.____________ __ __ .. 42 767, 530
estimated total per eapita, $3.29. Total customs receipts from imports, 1922__ $632, 052, 720
h.-u]{ retgmgg cﬁ?vgaml l&tlo %merim:ln énoney at pgr. H’l‘hehﬁgninl s';:aar Fercapity Dota) peeetpla - o0 - o L $14, 78
the TUnite ngdom, nada, an ermany ends Marc = he
recelpts for Germany for 1922 Sre eatimated The average dally wage paid to carpenters, bricklayers, machinists,

Source of information: Bureau of Forelgn‘ and Domestic Commerce,
TARIFF OF BELGIUM,

Monetary unit, 1 franc equals 100 centimes or $0.192; metric system of
weights and measures.

Article. Unit. Duty.
Pounds.

e e S R D S ey 1o 100 $1.73

ool propared . i Tl e e s e d e 100 7.80

6 Lo v TG T S S R SR R R 100 2,60

Vegetables, tinned or bottled. .................... 100 3.90

3 SN O N T TR S o [ 100 208

Cream, for manufacture. .. .....coceaiieaninmcnnneas S} 0.08
Milk, for manufacture............ .016

Al 1R e e e A a s e e P A 100 3.00

...... 100 1.30

...... 100 1.56

100 8.63

100 7.7

100 1.72

100 244

100 .69

100 517

100 2.76

100 173

™ 28

...... 100 .69

...... 100 vkl

...... 100 .69

. T8

........ 100 {ta T

...... 100 é .g

100 {f.o 10. 40

100 21, 57

100 517

100 | 10. 34

1 Gallon. * Bushel.
NoTe.—Duties converted at par.
GERMANY.

Population, 1922 62, 000, 000
Total customs receiqrs from imports, 1922__________ §1, 047, 200, 000
Per capita total receipts Y $16. 89

The average daily wage paid to carpenters, bricklayers, machinists,
Flaal‘eﬂ'rs. painters’ and shoemakers of Germany at the present time
s 71 eents a day. The average for these trades in the United States ls
T7.17. If the Americad laborers of this country were taxed in propor-

on to the earnings of the laborers of Germany, they would be rorcego to
pay a tax on foreign imports of $168.90 a year.

‘ plasterers, painters, and shoemakers of the United Kingdom at the pres-

ent time is $3.08 a day.

The average for these trades in the United
States is $7.17.

If the American laborers of this country were taxed

in pmggrtlon to the earnings of the laborers of the United King-
dom, they would be forced to pay a tax on foreign imports of $34.50
& year.

CANADA.

Revenue derived from duties on imports of tea, coffee, cocoa, and sugar
into Canada for the fiscal year ended March 31, 1921,

Article. Duty. Receipts. [FerCapita
%0.29
.06
‘2
.92
+ {11, 444, 185,17 L2
|

Population, 1922, 8,769,489 : total customs receipts from imports,
1922, £104,420,451 ; per capita total receipts, $11.90.

Revenue derived from duties levied on imports of agricultural products
and provisions and on sugar under the Payne-Aldrich, Underwood-
Simmons, and the emergency tariff laws.

Articl 1;.{ ?-f‘(f*e o | Popotati )
cles. ayne- op on. | capita
Mdr!cg.]}l tAx.
Agricultural products and provisions. . $34, 146, 871 95, 097, 298 $0. 36
e e e R N R 50,951,100 |- 0o hirmrnnns 3
Total..... % x B&,WS.DTD| .89
Total : Customs receipts, $311,321,672; per capita, $3.20.
Articl "‘;‘é’l'fh? e 1 Populati PT
cles. B o opnlation. capita
.ud:lu{? =0y tax.
Agricultural produects and provisions. . $24, 817,322 07,297,515 $0.25
Sugar-....... A L ks 61,870,457 |-.nvr . g .83
g 4| RSN e R R BLBTE. T | aei it .88

Total ; Customs receipts, $283,718,081 ; per capita, $2.85,
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caNapa—Continued.
Revenwe derived from duties levied on imports, ete—Continued.

| Per
: Im revenue 19!’!
Articles. {"" ¥ Populstion. | capita
Underwood). g
Agricultural products and provisions. . $24, 521,305 | 106,418,175 $0.23
BUBAL: ... iciveervasacisnainassunanons 79,586,187 |.....ecinaieia Sl
(ST E e SR T 104,067,443 |.ovvuereneenns .08
Total : Customs receipts, $325,645,5665 ; per capita, $3.01.
Acrticl ot Papiation, s
rticles, r ending June, | Po .| cap
!T;‘Jﬂ, estimated. ® tax.
Agricultural products and provisions. . $45, 881,050 | . iivenrmnnns $0. 43
Sugrgnr ....... l.) ......................... 1: 9??:8)5 ....... Hivbans .98
Y Pt P SR R T U 140,879,704 |.eecnereccanan 141

The estimated revenue to be derived from agricultural products and
sugar under the McCumber bill is $1.45 ;ﬁr capita.
he estimated total receipts under the McCumber bill is $350,000,000,
or $3.20 per capita.

ATTORNEY GENERAL DAUGHERTY.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, thus far I have had nothing
to say in the controversy in which the Attorney General of the
United States has played a conspicuous part. It is a fact that
men of his own party have made, deliberately made, grave and
serions charges against the Hon. Harry M. Daugherty, of Ohio,
and they have been made against him in his official capacity.
On the floor of the House and of the Senate he has been repeat-
edly charged with offenses serious and revolting to every sense
of honor and of patriotism. ;

Into the question of the truth or falsity of these charges I do
not propose to enter in this brief digression from the tariff bill.
There is, however, a phase of the situation which must be painful,
if not humiliating, to every true and patriotic American citizen.

It is recalled that men who have laid aside the honors and
the emoluments of the highest office save one the American
people can confer, and have gone out to do and dare for their
country, men of the same political faith as Mr. Daugherty, de-
mand his impeachment. On the floor of the Senate still more
serious charges are made. :

No ecivilized country in the world, Mr. President, hesitates to
shoot on sight a ghoul in time of war. Instant death awaits the
wretch who invades a battle field to rifie the bodies of the de-
fenseless dead., He who runs his cadaverous fingers through
the unprotected pockets of a dead soldier is not more & ghoul
than the dollar-a-year man who rifies the Treasury of his coun-
try in the hour of need and peril

He has been charged by men of his own party with using
his high office as a fence for unpenitentiaried profiteers.

It is said that a lion will turn and flee
From a mald in the pride of her purity.

It is charged here, Mr. President, that those who despoil the
honor of women in time of peace or betray their country in time
of war command the good offices of the Attorney General; that
no crime, however vile or repulgive, has failed to command his
services as a common pardon broker. I do not make these
charges: I am simply reviewing them.

Is it possible that we, in this day of bureaucracy, have reached
the point, Mr. President, when the mere vesting a man with
high authority renders him immune from criticism, that the law
of lese majeste applies to a Cabinet officer? Is it not the duty
of the President of the United States to demand of his official
family that they stand like men and meet every aspersion upon
their official integrity and on their personal honor? To my
utter amazement—I say it in all kindness; I say it in sorrow
rather than in anger—we find the President of the United
States at one hour commending the patience of Lincoln under
every form of traduction and slander, recalling to your mind
and to mine the amazing tolerance of the great father of Democ-
racy. On one occasion a visitor from Germany, seeing a foul
and vicious libel published in a paper lying upon his library
table, said, “T wonld have the man executed ; I would have him
thrown into prison"”; but Jefferson replied, “ The best proof of
the freedom of our institutions is that he is at large. Take this
paper back and read it to your king, and tell him that the Pres-
ident thus permits the freedom of speech and of the press of the
United States of America " ; and in the next, after this glowing
tribute to the magnamity of Lincoln, to my amazement—to my
utter amazement—I behold this same President exerting the
dread powers of his high office to stifie if not to muzzle the free-
dom of the press.

I quote from the Philadelphia Ledger, a Republican news-
paper—and later I shall ask leave to incorporate the entire
article in my remarks—

President Harding to-day took a two-fisted fling at * political black-
guards "'—

“ Political blackguards!” Who are the *“ political black-
guards " assailing the Attorney General? They are two Mem-
bers of Congress, one of them, at least, and I think both, were
the uniform of a soldier, and eminent Senators, representing
sovereign States, ambassadors from two proud Commonwealths.
Is it possible that the once genial, self-poised, courteous gen-
tleman, occupying the White House could so far forget himself,
in his desperate attempt to save a man who dares not shield
himself; to speak for a man who dares not speak for himself?
It is true. This Republican Party for the first time in nearly a
hundred years to-day sees charge after charge hurled into the
teeth of the chief law officer of the United States, and yet
there are “ none so poor to do him reverence,” remembering the
pathetic end of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. WaTsoN], they
dare not speak in his defense, lest his subsequent confessions
shall shame them. Will the President in his desperation, find-
ing no other who dare to say a word for this discredited offi-
clal, denounce as blackguards Senators who criticize the ne-
farious operations of a pardon broker who makes it a busi-
ness, as it is charged at least, to deceive the Chief Magistrate of
the United States in order that men may despoil women in time
of peace and plunder the Treasury in time of war, and if one
dares express his abhorrence of these unclean and abominable
offenses he is a rascal and a blackguard?

It is said further by the Philadelphia Ledger:

Mr. Harding bitterly resents any such imputations against executive
officers of the Government,

Executive officers of the Government!

He appears to resent no less the space given in newspapers “to the
blackguarding of any rascal who gets up and makes charges.”

In the President’s view newspapermen and newspapers perform a
public serviee by * putting on the brakes." 5

Think of it! The President of the United States has the
power to make and unmake men. The Attorney General to-day,
in a public interview, admonishes those who are seeking high
judicial offices that some time ago the President agreed “ with
me " that in naming judges they ought to consult  us "—Harry
M. Daugherty and Warren G. Harding, the President of the
United States. Twenty-four judges are shortly to be named,
and “ You must consult us.” That is given to the public. Why?
As a notice to all who seek a place upon the bench, “ Do not say
anything about Daugherty, because Daugherty shadows the Rep-
resentatives and Senators; Daugherty’s sleuths are charged with
framing up important witnesses, and Daugherty is not very apt
to give his consent.” “ Us” will not consent to the naming of a
judge who says anything about “us

O God of battles and of war, is it possible? It is enough to
send a shudder through the bronze heart of the Goddess of Lib-
erty, now adorning the lofty dome of this Capitol.

Is the ermine to be besmirched by all the filth that now dis-
tains and dishonors the Department of Justice? And does the
President mean to announce to the world that Daugherty must
be consulted before he will name a judge, and that a Senator or
;i Representative is a rascal or a blackguard who dares assail

m?

Then the President says the brakes must be put on the press.
I say to the President of the United States this is not Austria;
this is not Prussia; this is once free America. “ Putting on the
brakes " is the next thing to putting on a muzzle, and the
statement is an implied threat to the press. Not the President
nor Congress nor Senators nor judges shall shackle or abridge
the freedom of the press in the United States while the first
amendment of the Constitution is intact and there are men
of wisdom and courage ready to defend and maintain-it.

1 ask permission to incorporate in the Recory the article from
the Philadelphia Ledger, to which I have referred, and also an
article from the New York Tribune of to-day’s issue, both
orthodox Republican papers.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

The articles referred to are as follows:

[From the Philadelphia Public Ledger of June 3, 1922.]

HaARDING ASSAILS PuBLi¢ * ScoLDs "—PRESIENT'S FLING AT TRADUCERS
SEEN AS ATTACK ON CRITICS OF DAUGHERTY AND IH0OVER—DEPLORES
SENSATIONALISM—* POLITICAL BLACKGUAEDS " GRT Too MUCH SPACE
IN SoME NEWSPAPERS, He DELIEVES.

(By Frederic William Wile, Copyright, 1922, by Public Ledger Co.)

PusLic LEDGER BULEAU,
Washington, June 2.
President Harding to-day took a two-fisted fling at * political black-
guards " who assail members of his administration. No names were
mentioned, but it was the general impression that recent attacks on
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-dAtt?rnelgm (éeneral Daugherty .and Secretary Hoover were in: the Presi-
ent's A

Hfforts to induce him to discuss the Daugherty case were futile.
Mr. Harding indicated he did not feel called upon to dignify by any
utterance of his own the accusations now raging around Mr. Daugherty’s
name in and out of Congress. Instead, the esident expressed . him-
gelf forcefully regarding that section of the American press which
ntlv?l""tlaes the * outgivings of junknowing, unthinking, ms unheeding
men,

His observations were in the natore of am appeal to newspapers to
esthew * sensational " exploitations of men ‘who utilize their positions
to ' traduce " faithful public servants,

The President’'s observations, while evoked bg an inquiry designed to
secure an expressjon 'of the Daugherty affair, did not refer exclusively
to it. They were called forth 4n part by the recent uncouth attacks on
Herbert Hoover by Senator Warson, Democrat, of Georgia. Mr., War-
s0x a few days ago attacked the Secretary of Cemmerce in relation to
Russian relief funds. Mr. Harding bitterly resents any such imputa-
tions against executive officers of th
sent no less the space given in newspapers * to the blac
any rascal who gets up and makes charges.”

WOULD CURB SENSATIONALISTS.

e Government. He ugpears m;o e
guarding  of

In the President's view newspaper men and newspapers would per-
form a public service by “ potting on the brakes™ and b{ ceasing to
Iy rob them

glorify the mendaélty of sensational windjammers, ¢fectua
of their chief stock in trade—public adv t. It 48 the White
House conviction that front-page headlines and “ hoxes "—the President
likes talking newspaper language—only * add to the unrest " when they
are used to direet publie attention to the vaporings of mud slingers.

Ag an illugtration of the unrecorded work of * unknown, unsung, and
unheralded heroes "—in contrast to ithe prominence given to attacks on
public servants—the President told of one of Herbert Hoover's relef
workers in Russia who recently died of typhus. Mr, Harding said that
brave young American “ fell on the firing line of -a:generous civiliza-
tion.”"” The President has just written to the relief worker's mother,
~who has lost her last surviving son and support, a letter of cordial
gympathy. It was evidently Mr. Harding's purpose to poiat out that
while such national service msnally goes untold and unappreciated in
the public prints, no alleged misdemeanor besmirching the name of a
high publie official, if cried to the housetops loud enough by a * politi-
ecal blackguard,” is too unimportant to <l the notice of “ the sensa-
tional press.”

SECOND PLEPA AS ‘ EDITOR.”

To-day was the gecond oceasion since he was elected President that the
editor of the Mavion Daily Star has unburdened himself on the teple of
iou rnalistic ethics. The first time was in ber, 1920, following the
Preident elect's refurn from his ill-starred vacation trip to Texas. :Ad-
dresging the assembled corps of 'Washington correspondents in the presg

llery of the Henate, Mr. Harding mentioned that in December, 1919,
‘he made a League of Nation's speech in the Senate—"which was a
good one, if 1 do say it myself.”

Then he recalled .and plored the faet that, though his utieranee
dealt seriously with the burning topic of the moment, those few news-
‘pupm-{:'rwnir:h dignified it with any atteotion at nli-sawa it only a

“atlek.”

Mr. Harding went on to sollloguize aloud that if instead of a rea-
soned address on the leagoe he had called one of his senatorial col-
leagues a name, or indulged in fisticuffs, the news might bave been
“front pgged " under ‘! streamer ' headlines.

It was in the same general sense that the President talked to-day.
He spoke with uncommon candor mnd conveyed a distant impression
that he Is losing his patienee ‘with the kind of eriticism now being
leveled at his Attorney General and intimate political associate, Harry
M. Daugherty. The President probably also had in mind the un-
founded innuendoes leveled in Congress a few weeks ago against John
W. Weeks, Becretary of War, in connection with all profiteering in
allen property transactions,

[From New York Tribune of June 3, 1922.]
REsIGN, PLEA OF CANDIDATES 70 DAUCGHERTY—REPUBLICAN CONGRESS-

MEN FRAR ReacrioN 1§ FaLl ELecTIONS To COURSE OF “ POLITICAL

STUPIDITY “—PRESIDEST HESENTS ATTACKES ON CABINET—BLAMES

WaSHINGTON CORRESPONDENTS ¥OR GIVING Bo MUCH SPACE TO CRITICS.

(By Carter Field.)

WasHINGTON, June 2—Harry M. Daugherty’s resignation would be a
highly acceptable political present to most of the Republican Senators
and Members of the House who are facing hard fights for reelection,
This desire to be relieved of the embarrassment which attacks on
Daugherty is causing the candidates is heard in conversations wherever
a Tew of them get together.

At the same time it became known to-day that President Harding re-
sents the attacks which are being made sgainst members of his official
family. This was made ¢lear in a White House statement to-day.

SBNATE MAY HEAR OF CONTRACTS.

Prospects that the investigation of war contracts proposed in the
House of Representatives by the Woodruff-Johnson resolution, which
was snuffed out in the House yesterday, would be revived in the BEen-
ate, with the backing of SBenator GEorer W. Norpis, added materially
to the irritation and to the desire that the cause of it be removed.

The fact that many of these same ublicans who are now anxious
to see Mr, Daugherty get out believe that a mountain has been made
of a molehill has no to do with the case, They do pot accuse
Mr. Daugherty of croo ess. Some of them do not even regard his
."fﬁ.te‘egl aatio;?ifi &a reprehensible but as something incomparably worse—
po stn y-

Not onlg bas ‘Mr, Daugherty, they point out, hurt himself by his
course, and not only is he hurting every R lican candidate for office
this fall by having through it the ocrats what they have
made into a fine talking point, but there is the instance of
JaMmEs B. WATSON, of In , who was pretty well left out en a limb
as a result of his attempt to rush to the deéfense of a member of Presi-
dent Harding's Cabinet.

DEMOCRATS SEEKING 1SSUES,

All this at a time, as one angl'y Republican ‘points out, 'when the
Democrats are terribly bard up for good issues on which to attempt
to arouse the people. The constant harpi on the Newberry case,
they say, and the recent attempt of SBenator Par HARRISON to compare
the expenditore of Giford Pinchot and his wife in Pennsylvania to
those of NEWBERRY in Michigan effer the best proof of this.

Mr, Daugherty, aeccording to the Republicans swho -are drritated over
the situation, has only himself to blame for the present attacks on him

campai
¢ -evﬁeuee durin

tor

in connection with the Morse case. “SBenator CarawAY had no inside
information -when be began his drive on the Attorney General. is
friends say that he was not even on a ﬁahinﬁ expedition, but. merely
trying to get away with a partisan attack, e admitted on the floor
that he had no proof and was g entirelﬁ from hearsay.

The Attorney--General maintained silence, but Benator Warsox, of
Indiana, a strong friend of the administration, and generally regarded
as an astute politician, did not like the politieal aspect of the situation.
He called up the Attorney General. What was sald may be left to the
imagination, but at any rate Mr. WATS0N seized the first opportune
moment to moke denial of Senator CARAWAY'S charges.

Twenty days later Mr. Daugherty admitted the Caraway accusation
and repudiated the Watson defense, Mr. WATSON had this printed in
the COXGRESSIONAL RECORD without comment., Six days later Mr.
Daugherty decided to make public the details, giving his side of the
case,

NONE EAGER TO DEFEND DAUGHERTY.

‘A1l of which leaves the Republiecans In Congress guessing as to what
Mr. Daugherty will do next. Ome thing is very certain, Not one of
them is now going to rush in to Mr. Daugherty’'s defense when some
new attack is made unless he has something definite to fall back on.
In addition, the general desire is for each candidate to get his own

campalgn -as separate and distinet from the Attorney General as pos-
sible, especially as Mr. Daugherty and Mr. NBWBERRY .seem to be the
chief issues of the Democrats so far.

It is conveded by Democrats as well as contended by Republicans
that had Mr. Daugherty made a frank statement—such as he did
make—immediately after Senator CArawAY began his attacks, and
“without any seem nglg authorized denials such as that made for the
Attorney General by Henator James I, Warsox, the whole thing wonld
have blown over: hout attracting any great amount of public atten-
ifon. Certainly there would have been little excuse for the Democrats
to keep harping on it

Whatever may come, however, the Republicans on Capitol Hill know
‘Warren G. Harding well enough-to know that he is not going to make
a Jonah out of Mr. Daughérty. Mr, Harding doesn't throw his friends
overboard, even when the crew think such an act will change the loek
or the weather, The President is distressed over the criticisms being
hurled at his old friend Daugherty, but while be may think Mr. Daugh-
erty has handled the publicity budly and been caught in & bad trap by
the common political enemy, he intends to stand by him,

HARDING STANDS BY FRIEND.

If Mr. Daugherty should resign, which as a matter of fact would sur-
prise most observers hera, the President, so far from feeling a sense of
litieal relief, will actually be greatly concerned. This is not, as has
Eﬁm_ frequently stated of late, because of .a sense of gratitude to'dr.
Daugherty for what the Attorney General did during the preconvention
of 1920, As a matter of fact, Harding had béfore him protty

that campaign that he conld make better progress
e Mr. Daugherty his campaign manager. He will
d not throw

he would not: m
not throw him overboard now for the same reason that he

‘him overboard when Daugherty’s enemies In Ohio begged him to in
i s

1820. The reasen is simply and solely that Warren
throw his old friends overboard.

It -‘was Senator Toum Wairsox's denunciation of Herbert Hoover that
brought the White Honse statement to-day, but it served to call up the
whole series of recent events which have given rise to curiosity as to
how Mr. Harding’s' well-known urbanity is withstanding the constant
assaults upon his Cabinet officers, And it was made evident at the
executive offices, while the White House gardens were enveloped in
rainy gloom, and while beyond at the Capitol new ration was
being heaped upon Attorney General Daugherty, that the President was
thoroughly vexed,

Higz speech Tuesday at the Lincoln Memorial dedleation, when he
dwelt at length ‘upon Lineoln's fortitude under c¢riticism, had no
special : gignifican as applied to Mr. Harding's own tribulations, ac-
cording to the White House spokesman, nor did the President wish fo
deal with the attacks which were belng made :imn members of the
Cabinet. Yet it was represented to be Mr. Harding’s wish to speak
frankly what was in his beart eoncerning certain matters.

HARDING CRITICIZES FRESS.

Then, while the gmtest was atits climax of feeling, the White House
spokesman declared that- Mr, Harding felt,.a8 one wbo understood the
workings of the press, that he was warranted in directing criticism
at the Washington newspaper men. The trouble with them, it was
‘declared, ‘'was that they gave too much space to the critics.

That, it was ,was all wrong. That was not helping to better
the world. Whg. it was asked, should they not devote their attention
to things worth while and cease to encoura those who eriticize
unjustly and who belittle those undertakings which represemt a sincere
‘desire to achieve better conditions?

President Harding, it was asserted feellngly, was gensitlve about
‘some of -these things.

2 CORDITION OF THE ARMENIAN PEOPLE,

Mr, ASHURST, Mr, President, I ask the Secretary to read
some letters in the nature of petitions. They are brief and re-
late to the rumor or announcement emanating from various
chancelleries to the effect that the Armenian people are to be
delivered over to. the Turk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre-
tary will read as requested.

The reading clerk read as follows:

DOUGLAS, ARIZ., May 26, 1928,
Hon, Hexry F. ASHURST,
United Btates Senate Ohamber, Washington, D, C.

MosT HoNoraBLE SIR: I have recently heard with great distress that
there is a plan on foot by the allied powers to return the long-suffering

arding does not

Armenians to the hands of the unspeakable Turk. To me is un-
thinkable, M{ewho!e nature revoits at the suggestion, and I belleve it
-will be so to the soul of every true -Ameriean.

1 humbly beseech you to use your good offices to have our Govern-
.ment to exert every possible influence to protect the present.and future
interests of this heroic and wortgli_xrgcopln. and, above all, to save them
from the murderous hand of the Turk.

1 believe I am expressing the feeling of my people here ai Dooglas
and-of the Presbyterians of our State.

“Most respectfully yours, C. A FoREMAYN, :
Pastor Presbyterian Churoh.
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MINISTERIAL ASSOCIATION,
Douglas, Ariz., Moy 27, 1922,
Mr. [IExey F. ASHURST,

United States Senate, Waghington, D, €.

HoxORABLE AND DRAR SIR: At a meeting of the Ministerial Associa-
tl&m t&; Douglas, Ariz., the following resolution was unanimously
adopted :

*“That we are opposed to intrusting the Armenians to the sovereignt
of the Turk, and plead that your influence be used to assure a protect
country in the'interest of the Armenians.”

Sincerely yours,
WiLeor Fisk, President.
8. F. Frasgr, Clerk.

: MEsA, ARiZ., May 29, 1922,
Hon. HExrY F. ASHURST,
United States Senate, Washington, D, €.

Desr BIr: Whereas the Armenlans were one of our allies in the late
war and fought for its fdeals: and

Whereas in consequence of their loyalty they suffered untold perse-
cution, almost to the extent of annihilation; and

Whereas the Allies, as well as our own country, pledged them a safe
aren for themselves and their children; and

Whereas the American public has given millfshs of dollars to save |

the reinnant of this shattered race; and

Whereas the allied powers are preparing a treaty with the Turkish
nationalists whieh threatens to return the Armenians to unrestricted
Turkish control : Therefore be it

Resolved, That we, the members and friends of the First Baptist

Church of Mesa, Ariz., here nssembled, express our stmngusent!ment
and horror at the thought of exposing the Armenians to further suf-
fering and persecution; and be it also

Resolved, That we are opposed to Intrusting the Armenians to the
sovereignty of the Turk: and be it further

Resolved, That we unitedly and earnestly petitlon you as our Senator
1o use every means within your power to give the Armenians a pro-
tected country. THE Fizst BaprTisT CHURCH OF MESA, ARIZ.,

By F. E. l1awEs, Minister,
Rovarl H. WHITAKER, Church Clerk.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, in presenting these letters—
and doubtless T shall have occasion later to present more of
the same tenor—I do so from a sense of duty, and for the addi-

tional reasons that their sentiments meet my views entirely. |

It is shocking to any humane person to think that the Arme-
nians may be delivered over to the Turk. Armenia was evan-
gelized in the year 33 A, D. by Apostles fresh from the com-
pany and memory of our Lord, and Arimenia has stood the storm
of centuries. It is frightful to contemplate that these people
shall be further exploited by the barbarous and murderous
Turk.

In causing these letters, in the form of petitions, to be read,
I do so in the hope that they may in some way reach and in-
fluence the various chancelleries contemplating any action, and
I hope that protests will come not only from Arizona but from

every other part of the United States against delivering to the |

Turk a mandate or any authority over the Armenians,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I am glad the Senator from
Arizona [Mr. Asaurst] has called attention to conditions in
Turkey and to the barbarous treatment which is now being ac-

corded to the Armenian race and to all the Christian population |

within the borders of the Angora Government. I have upon a
number of oceasions offered resolutions challenging attention
to the brutalities and barbarities of the Turks and to their
evident determination to exterminate all Christian peoples
within the boundaries of the Turkish Empire in Asia. These
resolutions have not received the support of Congress, nor are
they receiving the approval of the present administration.

One of the resolutions asked that the President of the United |

States use his good offices to induce the allied nations to en-
force the treaty of Sevres and protect the Armenian race and
the Hellenic people of Asia Minor from further atrocities and
from the exterminating policy of the Turks, I regret no action
has been taken by the Foreign Relations Committee to which
the resolution was sent. Nor has the State Department or the
President taken any steps to show the sympathy of the United
States for the suffering and unfortunate people, or to indicate
that the United States views with abhorrence the wicked and
cruel course pursuned by the Kemalist régime.

Mr. President, I shall offer another resolution—one which,
it seems to me, should promptly be adopted. I have diluted it
to the point of extreme weakness. KEven those who are afraid
of speaking for the fallen and the weak, or entangling the United
States in the affairs of other nations, can find no pretext, in
my opinion, for refusing assent to such resolution. It is as
follows :

Senate Resolution 300,

Whereas the Government of the TUnited States has recognized
Armenia as a free and independent state; and

Whereas the Government and people of the United States have a
special concern for the political independence and territorial integrity
of Armenia and for the welfare and security of the Armenian people’:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the zense of the Senate that the Government of
the Tinited States can not regard with indifference attempts or projects

to oppress the Armenian people or to deprive the Republic of Armenia
of its status as a free and independent state.

Mr. President, this resolution may be considered innocu-
ous, I concede that it fails to express what I think should
be stated by the Senate of the United States, or to de-
clare a policy that I think should be pursued by this Re-
public in dealing with the Armenian situation. However, the
resolutions which I have heretofore offered, and which do
call for a more vigorous policy, have not met with the approval
of the administration, nor have they been reported from the
Committee on Foreign Relations. Indeed, I do not think, no
matter what the individoal opinions of the members of the com-
mittee may be, that an affirmative report will be had with
respect to either of them.

In offering this resolution I am not abandoning the former
ones, nor taking the position that a less vigorous policy should
be pursued than that suggested in former resolutions. Indeed,
Mr, President, T feel that this Republic should announce to
, Turkey and to the allied nations and to the world that it does
| have a profound interest in the Republic of Armenia and in the
enforcement of the provisions of the Sevres treaty, and that it
looks with abhorrence upon the cruel and sanguinary acts of
the Ottoman Turks and their policy of exterminating not only
the Armenians but the Christian minorities found within Ana-
| tolin and territory under the control of the Ottoman Turks,

In my opinion the President of the United States could with
propriety suggest to our former allies that they enforce the
| terms of the Sevres treaty and effectually act to protect the
Armenian people from destruction. The Turks were our ene-
mies, and though we did not declare war against Turkey, never-
theless it was a belligerent, as much s0 as was Austria. The
Turkish armies were arrayed against the military forces with
which our Nation was allied, and they were aiding our enemies,
| though, perhaps, none of the Turkish military forces came into
| direct contact with the armies of the United States. While we
did not participate in the Sevres treaty, we are interested in its
terms and can not, in my opinion, look with indifference or
apathy upon the course of the nations parties to the treaty,
even though the United States was not a signatory to the same.

The Armenians and the Greeks fought for the same cause for
which our soldiers fought. It was announced repeatedly by
officials of the United States, as well as by the allied Govern-
ments, that with the termination of the war and the trinmph of
the allied cause, the Armenian race should be protected and the
Armenian people should have a Government of their own.

The Armenian troops bravely fought upon a hundred battle
fields against the Turks and against the forces of the Central
Empires. When Russiag withdrew from the contest the heroic
Armenian troops held the Caucasian front for many long and
weary months against the Turkish armies led by German offi-
| cers and aided in every way possible by the Central Powers.
| Their brave and heroic resistance prevented the Turkish forces
| from entering the oil flelds of Baku, and this reacted to the
(advantage of the allied forces, including the American troops,
upon the western front,

Ludendorf, in his Memoirs. declares that the failure to -ob-

tain oil from the region of the Caspian Sea contributed to the
| defeat of the Central Empires. The Armenian troops and the
Syrian troops fought bravely in Palestine and Syria and mate-
rially contributed to the successes which came to General
| Allenby and to French armies in the Levant. Armenians from
| the United States were found fighting upon many battle fronts.
| and their blood was shed not only in behalf of the redemption
| of their native land but to preserve this Republic and the cause
of civilization.

And the gallant Greeks also gave their lives fighting against
the Turks and the Bulgarians and the Central Empires. We
have not appreciated the heroic sacrifices made by the Hellenic
peoples, by the Syrians, and by the Armenians. We have not
| understood the martyrdom which has come to them, and now,
| when the war is over, we close our eyes to the atrocities and
| eruelties perpetrated by the Ottoman Turks upon the Christian
| minorities in Asia Minor, in Syria, in Armenia, and in those
| communities where the Turks are found to be in the majority.
iTllP s0il of Anatolia has been reddened hy the blood of hun-
|dreds of thousands of Armenians and Pontian Greeks. Even
now the Kemalist forces are murdering and butchering men,
women, and children who have been driven from their homes

along the southern borders of the Black Sea, and from Cilicia
and from the vilayvets which constituted the Republic of Ar-
menia. -The bloodthirsty Turks have determined to exterminate
| the Armenians and to destroy the Christian population inhabit-
|1ng the littoral of the Black Sea. the Smyrna district, Cilicia,
| the Turkigh vilayets of Armenia, and, indeed. all who reside in
any part of Anatolin. More than a million Armenians were
| murdered by the Turks, led by Germans, during the war, and
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tens of thousands have been deported and slain by these fiends
since the armistice was signed.

The allied nations are doing nothing to protect Armenia ner
to enforce the treaty of Sevres; indeed; France and Italy have
furnished munitions of war to the Kemalist forces, who have
turned their weapons upon the Christian peoples, and have thus
contributed to their martyrdom.

I repeat, this resolution which I have offered is somewhat
enemie. It is the least that we could say. It should be unani-
mously agreed to in the Senate. In drafting it I have drawn
largely from a communication addressed by Daniel Webster,
when Secretary of State, to our minister to Great Britain, re-
garding Liberia, and also a note addressed by John Hay, when

Secretary of State; to our ambassador to France, which also:

Mr. Webster's note is as follows:

rds Liberia as oceupying a peenliar position,
and as: possessing pecu claims to the friendly consideration of al
Christian. powers; that this Government will be at all times prepared
to interpose its offices: to prevent any encroachment by Liberia
upon any just right of any nation; and that it would be very unwilling
to see it despolled of its territory rightfully aequired, or improperly
restrained in the exercise of its necessary rights and powers.

Mr, Hay's note is as follows: %

The Government of the United States having recognized Liberia
feels that it has a peculiar interest in its citizens couldi. not' be
justified in regarding with indifference any attempt to oppress them
or deprive them of their independence,

Are we less. coneerned for two or three millien Christians in
Asia Minor than we were in the Government of Liberia? If
there was not violation of international proprieties in speaking
for Liberia, shall it be said that it is improper to speak for
Armenia and the Greek and Syrian people, whe are threatened
with destruction?

I have stated the United. States has recognized Armenia as
an independent nation. President Wilson was: selected by our
former allies to aid in delimiting the boundaries of the Ar-
menian Republic. He: accepted the trust, andy, after making
full investigation, reported, fixing the western boundaries of
Armenia. His action was approved by the powers, as well as
by the Armenian people. The Armenian Republic was organ-
ized as a nation and had an area of 26,491 square miles. As a
madtter of faet, when first organized, its area was 42,000 square
miles, There are new more than a millien and a quarter of
Armenians within the boundaries of the republic. So far as I
can ascertain, there are in what is called Turkish Armenia
and Russian Armenia approximately 2,250,000 Armenians.
Those in Turkish Armenia are being deported and butchered,
and unless the Christian nations of the world interpose for
their preservation the Ottoman Turks and the Kurds will sooner
or later destroy them.

Mr. President, I offer anether resolution whieh, after being
read, I ask to be referred to the Commitiee on Foreign Rela-
tions. The resolution: is as follows:

Benate Resolution 301.

Whereas the systematie deportations, murders, and outrages which
have been continuously practiced sgainst the Christian minorities in
Anatolia and within boundaries of the Armenian Republie by the
so-called Kemalist Government, having its seat at Angora, have re-
centtir been confirmed in reports made by American citizens en
in relief work in Amatolia, which reports have been published in Greaf
Britain and in theé United States, and have received the official notice
of the British Government; and

‘Whereas sach reports in te that it is the purpose of said Kemalist
Government to continue such systematie: deportations, murders, and
outrages as a natiomalist policy; and

‘Whereas on or about the 12th of May, nltimo, the British Government
dispatched to the Government of the United States a suggestion and
invitation that the American: high commissioner at Constantinople
be authorized and instructed to act in conjunction with the high com-
missioners of Great Britain and the other powers in Constantinople
to eomduct an investigation of the atrecities and outrages which have
been committed upon Christian minorities in Anatolia by and under
the authority of said Kemalist Government: and

Whereas such tuvesli;i:nﬁon is necessary in order to authoritatively
establish the facts and to prepare and arrange adequate measures
ageinst the recurrence of such outrages, for the protection of the
Christian minorities in Anatolia, for the rectification of the sanguinary
and intolerable eonditions which exist in Anatolia; and for the general
pacification of Anatolia: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the semse of the Senate that the Government
of the United States should accept the said invitation of the British

ent and- authorize the American high commissioner at Con-
stantinople;, by himself and through competent deputies, to act in
conjunction with. the high commissioners of Great Britain and the
other powers, to investigate outraﬁm and atrecities committed against
the Christian minorities in Anatolia and other places where the Otto-

related to Liberia.
This Government re

man Turks are found, and to ascertain the facts and determine the |

responsibility therefor, as the basis for the formulation of adequate

measures for the prevention of the recurrence of such atrocities, for |

the protectiom of such Christian minorities, and the pacifieation of
Anatolia,

Mr. President, I have in my hand the London Times under
date of May 16, 1923. The subject fo which I am now calling
attention was brought before the House of Commons for con-

:sideration, and Mr. Chamberlain, replying to Mr. T. P. O'Connor,

stated :

Confirmation has been received of the statements contained in the
recent report to Major Yowell—

Major Yowell, as I understand, was an American—

to which, I m the honorable member refers. With the permis-
sion of the will read out two telegrams from: His Majesty's
high commissioner at Constantinople on the subject, dated May 10.
The first runs:

*“T bave interviewed at great length Doctor Ward "—

Doctor Ward, as Senators know, is an American. He is now
en route for the United States. He was deported by the Turks,
and he has given evidence to the people in Constantinople, and
his reports have been in part published in the United States
of the atrocities which had been and were being committed by
the Turks, and the probable annihilation of the Armenians in
various sections of Anatolia and the Armenian Republic, as well
as the destruction of thousands and hundreds of thousands of
iéhe Greeks who resided upon the southern borders of the Black

eq.

Let me add that centuries before the Christian era Hellenie
peoples settled upon the southern borders of the Black Sea, and
during all the years intervening they and their descendants
have maintained. their Hellenic culture and ideals,

I will continue reading from the Times:

I have Interviewed at great length Doctor Wiard, of Near Eastern
Relief Commission, who had just arrived from Kharput, which he left
March 15. He corroborates sgtatements as to treatment of minorities
contained in t%fgam from Constantinople published in the Times of
May 5. The: s appear to be working on a deliberate plan to get
rid of minorities. Their method has been to collect at Amasia Ottoman
Greeks from region between Samsun and Trebizond., These Greeks are
marched from Amasia via Tokat and Sivas as far as Caesarea, and then
back again, until they are ewntualgz sent through Kharput to the east.
In this manner a large number of deportees die on the road from hari-
ship and exposure. e Turks can say they did not actoally kill' these
refugees, but a comparisen may be instituted with the way in which the
Turks formerly got rid of dogs at Constantinople, by landing them on
an island where they died of bhunger and thirst. Large numbers of
deportees who were being sent to Van and Bitlis fhnmﬂ Ehar-
put between June and December-last year. Now that spring has come
these deportations have begun again. Once these gangs have passed
Diarbekr, which is the last American relief station; Americans Jose all
track: of them, but Doetor Ward has little doubt that many deportees

¢ in. the mountains east of that place. Turks in preference choose
winter weather for driving these deportees into mountains, American
Near Hastern Relief was not allowed to shelter children whose parents
had died on the road. These children were- driven forward with other
dgsortees. Doctor Ward himself last year in December counted 150
bodies om the road hetween Kharput and Malatia. A fellow worker
saw and counted 1,500 bodies on the road to Khnmand 2,000 de-
portees died on, the road east of that place. Two- of Greek, de-
portees are women and children.

At present fresh deportation outrages are starting in. all parts of
Asia Minor from northerm seaports to southeastern 5istrlct. Turkish
official at head educational department at Kharput told Dector Ward
as an illustration of Turkish inefficiency that in 1915 Turks had not
made a clean job of massacres. He said that, next time Turks would
take care to do their work thomughli.n Doetor Ward indorsed Signor
Tuozzi’s statement of January last t deliberate policy of Turks is
to exterminate: minorities. He counsiders that they are accelerating
their activities in this respect before peace settlement, and he stated
that if action is not taken soon gmb!em will be solved by disappearance
of minorities. I am comnfirmed ini my belief that the ’fvurkish- protests
now: being received in regard to alle Greek are d d
divert attention from Turkish atrocities. Another American of high
character and standing, who came with Doctor Ward, states that Doc-
tor Gibbon, formerly a grafesmr at Robert College, who has fust been
visiting Greek front, and went inte Turkish lines, reports that Grecks
have behaved well in Afiun Karahissar-Aldin sectors ; also that Mussul-
man population seem quite content with Greek rule in these districts,

I shall not take the time of the Senate to read the secomid
and third telegrams which appear here, but T ask that they, too,
be inserted in the Rtcorp.

There being no objection, the telegrams were ordered to be
printed in the Recorn, as follows:

SN [Second telegram.]

urther reliable Information received from American relief workers,
dated April 25, shows that whole Greek population from the age of 15
upward of Trebizond area and' its hinterland is m: rted. ap-
parently to labor battalions at Erzerum, Kars, and mvsh, Since
armistice proposal there has been marked recrudescence of these depor-
tations, which are carried out in conditions of terrible hardship, and
now embrace bank employees and others whese poesition had hitherto
exempted them. There are numbers of Christian women and children
In. deplorable straits in Trebizend, who have been drivem out of their
vi I have also received other reports, dating back to September,
1921, of deportations of Armenians from Zeltum.

[Third telegram.]

Information reported by you as received in the main from an Ameri-
can relief worker reveals such an appalling tale of barbarity and cruelty
now belng practiced by the Angora Turks as part of a systematie polic
for the extermination of Christian minorities in Asia Minor that H
Majesty's Government, who have in the proposed terms of as-
sumed a serious responsibility for the future protection of these minori-

es, can not allow such reports to remaln uninvestigated or such inei-
dents to continue unchecked. 1 am informing the French, Italian,

nd dors of our opiniomn, with a wview to securing

.a can  a
their cooperation in action which I now propose, amd 1 am requesting

them to. ask their Govermnments to send Instruetions to. their high com-

- missioners at Constantinople to act in concert with yon. My proposal
(this is a telegram, Mr,

hamberlain explained, from the secretary of
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gtate for forelgn affairs) Is that each of these four powers should at
once depute a carefully selected officer to proceed to Trebizond, or what-
ever Black Sea port may be suitable, with a view to proceeding to such
Flacm in the interlor as may best enable them to make the necessary
nvestigations. The permission of the Angora aunthoritles will have to
be sought and facilities demanded. It will be difficult for them to
refuse these, since it is their contention elther that the deportations
and the massacres have not taken place or that they have been provoked
by the conduct of the Greek and other minorities themselves. Should
ermission, nevertheless, be refused, His Majesty's Government will
ﬁswe to reconsider their entire attitude toward the peace proposals,
which obviously ecould not be pursued with any chance of success in
such conditions as 1 have described. It is inconceivable that Euarope
should agree to hand back to Turkish rule, without the most stringent
guarantles, communities who wonld be liable to be treated in the man-
ner described by competent American witnesses, whose reports, more-
over, are confirmed by independent information In our possession.

Mr. KING. Doctor Ward and a number of Americans have re-
cently been deported by the Turks from Armenia, where they
were witnesses of the cruelties and barbarities committed by the
Turks upon the Armenian and Christian minorities. Permit me to
state that the barbarous treatment and the exterminating poli-
cies are not confined to Armenia. As Senators know, Anatolia
congists of that great stretch of territory bounded upon the
north by the Black Sea, upon the south by the Mediterranean
Seq, and upon the east by what may be denominated the Meso-
potamian region. Syria also borders it upon the southeast. On
the west it overlooks the Bosphorus and Constantinople.
Within the Smyrna distriet there were, at the end of the war,
nearly & million Greeks. In what might be called Pontian
Greece, bordering the northeast, there were more than three-
quarters of a million of the Hellenic race. In Syria there were
hundreds of thousands of Syrian Christians, and in eastern
Anatolia, or Turkish Armenia, there were, as I have stated,
hundreds of thousands of Armenians,

When the French troops withdrew from Cilicia, thousands
of Armenians who were there gathered were murdered. It has
not been definitely determined how many of the Greeks were
driven from Pontus and how many bave been killed, but we
know that of the three-quarters of a million Greeks who in-
habited the littoral of the North Sea the great majority have
been driven from their homes and hundreds of thousands have
been killed. Hundreds of towns have been burned and ruin
and desolation have followed in the wake of the cruel and ad-
vancing hordes of Ottoman Turks. Pontus was Hellenic rather
than Turkish, but nevertheless it has been subject to Turkish
rule for several bundred years. Nearly 1,000 years B. C. repre-
sentatives of the Hellenie race settled upon the southern bhorders
of the Black Sea and founded a Greek State, Their descend-
ants have since that time occupied that extensive district, per-
haps five or six hundred miles easterly and westerly and extend-
ing from the Black Sea into the interior for varying distances.
From that time until the present they there preserved Greek
culture and resisted with great heroism the hordes of Tartars
and Turks and Asiatics as they advanced, during the centuries
that passed, in their westward march.

When they were overcome by the force of numbers, they still
maintained their traditions, their language, their religion, their
culture; and because of their superior intellectual powers and
their superior eivilization the Turks have now determined upon
their destruction. Accordingly, as I have stated, they have,
since the armistice, pursued a policy looking to the extermina-
tion of this heroie people.

. The Turks, as I have stated, have determined to destroy the

Greeks and the Armenians who inhabit Anatolia and Armenia.
They are defying the allied nations, disregarding the terms of
the treaty of Sevres, and continuing their barbarous policy of
extermination.

Shall nothing be done by the Christian nations of the world
to preserve these peoples from destruetion? Mr, President,
while the blood of Christians is now being shed, this Nation
* does not even lift its voice in protest. I wish the Senate would
lift its voice in solemn protest against the wicked and eruel
course of Turkey. I wish this Republic would demand of the
Kemalist Government that it cease its atrocities and conform
its course to the dictates of justice and to the demands of
civilization.

Mr. President, I ask that these two resolutions be referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations,

The VICE PRESIDENT. That reference will be made.

ATTORNEY GENERAL DAUGHERTY,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, on April 7 I called
to the attention of the Senate a memorandum addressed by
Mr. Rush Holland, Assistant Attorney General, to his chief,
'the Atforney General of the United States, in which he spoke
of nominations for judicial positions in the Hawaiian Islands.
It isttlaorleet& and I read it at this time from the Recorp of the date
soentioned :

MEMORANDUM FOR THH ATTORNEY GENERAL.

Hon. Robert Shingle, Republican national committeeman for the Ter-
ritory of Hawail, has recommended the appointment of Emil C. Peters,
of Honolulu, to be chief iusﬁce of the Supreme Court of the Territory
of Hawali, vice James Coke, term expired. He also recommends
Antonio M. Perry, of Honolulu, to be associate justice of the SBupreme
Court of the Territory of Hawaii, vice Samuel B. Kemp, term expired.

In addition to the recommendation of Mr. Shingle, the above-named

tlemen are recommended by the Republican central committee and

the bar association of the islands. This matter has been carefully
gone into, and both Mr. Perry and Mr. Peters appear to be eminentl
qualified for the positions for which they are recommended, and thei{
selection meets the approval of the large r.n;t‘iloritr of the bar association
and of the Jeading Republicans of the islands.

There is at present no Delégate from the islands. Prince Kalanianaola
recently died and the election of his successor has not yet taken place.
It is believed that if these nominations are made now that such action
will materially aid the Repnblican candidate for Delegate. 1 recom-
mend that the appointments be made,

Reapectmgl!. HOLLAND,
Assistant Attorney General,

I believe that the ideals prevailing in the Department of
Justice on April 7, or thereabouts, as eviderced by this letter,
were quite generally condemned in this body upon both sides
when attention was directed to the matter. To utilize the op-
portunity to make appointments to judicial positions for pelitical
ends seems such a prostitution of the judiciary as to call for
universal reprehension.

We have not in anywise been advised, however, that any
rebuke was administered to Mr. Holland for entertaining such
sentiments as were expressed in the letter, or for penning the
same. So far as I am advised, he still holds the place he
occupied at the time the letter was penned, as Assistant At-
torney General in charge of appointments.

I am pleased to note, however, from an address made on
yesterday by the Attormey General, that very much higher
ideals now prevail in that department, and I feel it due to the
Attorney General to call attention to his present views on the
matter of appointments to judicial positions, notwithstanding
the fact that apparently the ideas of Mr. Holland had his
approval at the time, gince the letter was sent to him and the
nominations were promptly transmitted to the Senate.

In an address delivered a few days ago to the Bar Association
of the State of Illinois the Attorney General said: -

The appointment of a Federal judge uires the most painstaking
lnveml:lgatf:n of the men under c rnlt‘fgn. In grading men, if there
is no question as to their honesty and their 1 would discount
brains as a matter of fact 10 per cent for an additional 5 per cent of
the ht kind of courage.

It e, In my ju ent, advisable upon a certain oceasion to
write a note to the President in connection with the appeointment of a
Federal 1uﬁfp‘ At the time the nmote was written 1 did not expect the

onld ev

letter w er be published, but in conmection with my visit upon
this oceasion I have the President's consent to make it publie.
The letter was written on April 8, 1922, acknowl the recomr-

mendation by a very distinguished gentleman of this country “ﬂ]ﬁ the
appointment of certain men to the Federal bench in case additional
Jjudges were provided for. In this letter I said to the President:
APPOINTMENTS HARD TASE.
“You will hardlﬂl bave & bharder task than that of ap ting the
%udxes under the bill which recently passed the House and Semate and
8 now in conference, and I know that you are impressed with the im-
portancg of Inquiring fully into the qualifications of every man beforas
a deeision is reachaﬁ. I shall make no eommittals of any kind that
might in the least embarrass you or this departorent, I never commit
appointment in this department which you are required
to make withont first giving you all the facts and conferring and co-
operating with

‘0Tl
-* Because of &o pride I have in this deBa.rhmmt and in the judiciary
and my desire that this administration shall ba credited with the ap-
pointment of judges of high standing, to the end that the judiciary shall
stand for years as an example and a sustaining force in the (fovern-
ment, and because I feel that this departnrent will stand or fall with
the final decision in connection with these appointments, we must take
gufficient time and make thorough investigation before committing our-
selves to mppointments,

“ Benators and Representatives and political Influences generall
should be given to understand that they must not expect, as a matter o
patronage, to dominate or dictate these appointments, and before they
get immovably behind anybody we should be consulted.”

I apprehend that, in view of these splendid sentiments just
expressed by the Attorney General, he will promptly dismiss
from the service Mr. Holland, who seems to entertain views
quite at variance with those of the Attorney General.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE,

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Over-
hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had agreed to
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9344) provid-
ing for the appropriation of funds for aeguiring additional
water rights for Indians on the Crow Reservation, in Montana,
whose lands are irrigable under the Two Leggins Irrigation
Canal.

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10871) making
appropriations for the military and nonmilitary activities of
the War Department for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1923,

myself to an
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and for other purposes; requested a conference with the Senate RN 7
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and that Department. nnual ren nnual ren
Mr. ANTHONY, Mr. STAFFoRD, and Mr. SISsON were appointed ST SR 1310 MRy S5 R0,
managers on the part of the House at the conference.
WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION. b e

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of {Emwﬁ“'ﬁ'ﬁ""h&"'(E"'""'"

the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of | Jaiernational Boundary Commission

the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10871) making appropriations for
the military and nonmilitary activities of the War Department
for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1923, and for other purposes,
and asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, T move that the Senate
ingist upon its amendments, agree to the request of the other
House for a conference, and that the Chair appoint the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the Viece President appointed
Mr. WapsworTH, Mr. Joxes of Washington, Mr, SrENCER, Mr.
Hrirorcock, and Mr, Harris conferees on the part of the
Senate.

REPAIRING AND RESTORING OF LEVEES ON THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER.

Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Appropriations, I
report back favorably without amendment the joint resolution
(H. J. Res. 339) making available funds for repairing and re-
storing levees on the Mississippi River above Cairo, Tl1l. As it is
an urgent matter, I ask ous consent for the immediate
consideration of the joint resolution.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which was
read as follows:

Resolved, etc.,, That an amount, not exceeding $100,000, of the funds
authorized to be expended b, Puiﬂir: Resolution No. 54, approved Ma
2, 1922, is hereby made avallable as an emergency fund to be expundeg
b{ the Mississippl River Commission, under the direction of the Becretary
of War, for re airln% and restoring any levees on the Mississippi River
above Cairo, Ill.,, which have been destroyed or seriously injured b
recent floods of the Mlssiss[gpi River and which are not now wlthin,
but may, before June 15, 1922, be brought within, the provisions of the
act entitled “An act to provide for the control of floods of the Missjs-
Sippl River and of the Sacramento River, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved March 1, 1917 : Provided, That if the Mississippi River Commis-
slon finds that the levee or drainage district in which the broken levee is
situated can not legally, by or before June 15, 1922, comply with see-
tion (b) of such act of March 1, 1917, the commission may accept, in
this emergency, bonds of standing approved by it in amount sufficient
to cover not less than one-third of the cost involved : Provided further,
That nothing in this resclution shall be construed as authorizing a
departure from the established practice of the commission except so
far as may be necessary to permit the restoration of broken levees in
districts which are willing but can not legally comply with said method
of procedure in time to avoid another threatened overflow this year.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without
amendment, ordercd to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

REPORT OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS COMMISSION.

Mr. SMOOT. DMr. President, I shall not take more than a
moment of the Senate’'s time. I merely desire to supmit a
report as the chairman of the Public Buildings Commission,
That commission was created on -March 1, 1919, and since its
creation I have been making an annual report of its activities,
I ask that the report which I now present for the last year be
printed in the Rrcorp without reading.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The report is as follows:

REPORT OF THE FPUBLIC BUILDINGS COMMISSION.

The Public Buildings Commisslon, created by the act of March 1,
1019, is charged with the control and allotment of slance in bulldings
owned or rented by the Government in the District of Columbia,
with certain exce¥ ong. In creating the commission Congress was
undoubtedly actuated by a desire to effect a reduction in the Govern-
ment’s enormous expenditures for the rental of office space in the
District of Columbia. The commission has, therefore, kept this idea
uPpermosat in mind in carrying on its work, and has adopted a policy
of requiring the departments to vacate rented space whenever prac-
ticable. The follow ng table, whick shows the annunal rental expendi-
tures of the various rtments three years a as compared to the
rentals being paid at this time, will show what has been accomplished :

Annual rentall Annoal rental
Department. May 22,1910, | May 22, 1022,
A Lo A e S $1900, 910. 00 $148,150. 96
an Pn:;pert Custodian 31,200,
Bureau of Efficiency.....
Civil Bervice Commission

Fodoral Board
Federal Power

General Accounting Offieel. ... .c.cccueicncasroannnscs
Uoveenmant Printng OMe8 . o i s i tearns ssl b aaunns fus ealsasss dansvenne

D

Post Office £l

Public Buildings and G

Railroad Administration? ..

Shipping Board =

!s:ltate-.‘.”d.. " Pygihy o retag
uperintenden ar, and Navy Buildings
Tariff Commission........

159,700, 00
545,873, 00

TR s |
i 1,m5,m.as1

Total.

1 Rented buildings occupied by the General Accounting Office are
being paid for out of appropriations for the Treasury Department.
* Rentals for buildings occupied by the Railroad Administration are

now being paid by funds derived from operation of the railroads.

The difference between these two totals shows a saving to the
Government in rental char of $590,024.28, to which will shortly
be added the rental of $49.500 now being paid for the liooe Builm-.mf

which will be vacated by the Treasury Department on the 1st o
?Eglemher. This will make a total saving In rental charges of

9,524.28 annually, and will reduce the rental now belnf paid by
the Government for office space in the District of Columbia to
$496,373. The commission has several other moves in view at this
time which it is confidently belleved will bring the annual expendi-
tures for rental well under $400,000 by the end of the present
calendar year.

Two ofther savings of considerable size which the commission haz
been able to make are, first, assignment of femporary bullding
No. 2, Nineteenth and I Streets NW., to the Iniersiate Commeice
Commission for the housing of certain fleld offices of the commission
which were omrug_vlng rented buildings in several cities at an annua
cost of $66,418,92, Second, the assignment of temporary building
No. 7, Eighteenth and C Streets NW. ﬁ:the War Department for the
housing of certain troops on duty in Washington. Officials of the
War artment cstimate that uatilization of the building in this
manner effects a saving to the Government of $175,000 annually in
commutation of guarters and subsistence, his saving Is of par-
ticular Interest at this time in view of the proposal recently pre-
sented to Congress to acquire the sites of the temporary buildings
west of Beventeenth Street, Temporary building No. T occupies one
of the sites it is proposed to acquire. Estimating the life of the
building at 10 years, which ls conservative, it can readily be seen
that the s.nvi.nq effected l}y the mse of this one structure will in 10
years pay for the sites of all seven buildings and leave $250,000 to
spare.

Adding these items of $66,418.92 and $175,000 to $590,024.28,
which is the amount rentals in the District of Columbia have been
reduced to date, it will be noted that the eommlission has been directly
responsible for a reduction in the Government's annual expenditures
amounting to $£851,443.20, 3

Another copsiderable item of saving, which has naturally resulted
from giving up rented bulldings, is the saving in maintenance charges.
Many Government activities occupying rented quarters were expending
almost as much for maintenance as for rent. In moving them into
Government-owned buildings this charge was eliminated almost entirely,
a3 they were moved into bulldings already being maintaloed by the
Government and it Is a well-known fact that the cost of maintenance
of a bullding varies only sllght]{ whether that building be partiall
or fully occupied. That this sav ':.5 alone amounts to several hundr
thousand dollars annnally is believed to be a very conservative estimate,

The commission has not found it necessary to employ large clerical
forces in order to accomplish the above result and has but a single
employee, the secretary. Of the initial appropriation of £10,000, made
more ‘than three years ago, there is in the Treasury of the United
States to-day an unexpended balance of $1,084.10,

After three years' experience in dealing with the housing of the
Government departments in this ecity, this commission is nnanimously
of the opinion that at the earliest practicable date Congress should
adopt a building program which will lead to the housing of all Gov-
ernment departments in permanent fireproof stroctures. That the great
Government of the United States should be a tenant in its own Capital
City is certainly food for serious reflection, to say the least. Probably
no other large government in the world has given so little thought to
an adequate housing of its activities as this.

The kind of bullding best adapted to the needs of the Government
is the modern office-type structure, designed with due regard for the
safety, health, and comfort of the people who are to nse it. To embark
upon a program of bullding Greek temples for housing the Government
departmente is both foolish and unnecessary. These bulldings are
exceedingly expensive and wasteful of space.

A very ?llumlnat!ng example of a building of this type is the Treas-
ury Annex No. 1, located on Pennsylvania Avenue at Madison Place.

Among the more urgent needs of the Government for new buildings
at this time are:

AN ARCHIVES BUILDING.

The erection of a bullding for the storage of the records and archives
of the Government is probably the most orgently needed bullding,
Asgide from the protection it would afford these records from fire, it
would make available for office purgnses many thousands of square
feet of office space, now being used for storage in the various publie
buildings.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE.

This department fs probably the worst housed institution in the city
of Washington, It is mow om:u'pyindz 25 buildings scattered over the
city and many of them are poorly adapted for office purposes.
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GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFTICH,

The various divislons of this activity should by all means be honsed
under one roof. They are com to occupy several rented buildings
at this time, in order to ob fireproof space, which is very mneces-
sary In view of the character of their work.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT.
The construction of a bullding for the Burean of Internal Revenue
and other outlying bureans of the department is a most urgent need.
THE TARIFF,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7456) to provide revenue, to regu-
late commerce with fpreign countries, to encourage the indus-
tries of the United States, and for other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from- Arkansas [Mr. RoBIx-
sox] to the amendment proposed by the Senator from North
Dakota [Mr. McCuMBER].

Mr, UNDERWOOD. May the amendment to the amendment
be reported?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the
. amendment to the amendment.

The AssisTANT Secrerary. In the amendment proposed by
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumper], the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. Rosinsox] moves to strike out * 25" and
to insert *10,” so that if amended the part to be inserted would
read :

P
PR e e e T
of 1 cent per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Assistant Seeretary
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr, HALE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair
with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Samrps] to the
junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLEr] and vote “nay.”

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). 1 transfer
my general pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
Erxkins] to the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HiroRcocK]
and vote * yea.”

Mr., WALSH of Montana (when his name was called). I
have a general pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey

[Mr. FrELINGHUYSEN], who is absent. I transfer that pair to
the junior Senator trom Massachusetts [Mr. WarsH] and vote
i yea. "

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the jumior Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
OverMaN)], which I transfer to the senior Senator from Penn-
gylvania [Mr. Crow] and vote “nay.” 1 ask that this an-
nouncement of my pair and its transfer may stand for the day.

Mr, WATSON of Indiana (when his name was ealled), I
transfer my general pair with the senior Senator from Missis-
sippi [Mr. Wittiams] to the junior Senator from Oklahoma
[Mr. Harrerp] and vote “ nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. BALL. I transfer my general pair with the senior Sen-
ator from Florida [Mr. FrercuEr] to the junier Senator from
Ohio [Mr. Wizris] and vote * nay."

Mr. NEW. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. McKerrar] to the junior Senator from South
Dakofa [Mr. Norseck] and vote “nay.”

Mr, DILLINGHAM. I have a general pair with the junior
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass]. Imn his absence, I transfer
that pa.ir to the junior Senator from Arizoma [Mr. CaAmErox]
and vo

Mr. COL/T. T transfer my general pair with the junior Sen-
ator from Florida [Mr. TramMmmeLr] to the junior Senator from
Oregon [Mr. Stan¥ern] and vote “nay.”

Mr, CURTIS. I desire to announce the following pairs:

' The Senator from New J'ersey [Mr. Epce] with the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. OweN]; and

The Senator from Maine [Mr FernArn] with the Senator
from New Mexico [Mr. JoNEs].

Mr. ROBINSON. I transfer my pair with the Senator fmm
West Virginia [Mr. SurHERLAND] to the Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr. GerrY] and vote “ yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 39, as follows:
YEAS—21,
éshurst %e;.‘lin Rgbhmon %nderwmd
ATAwWa pard 1sh, M
Cummh{s La ﬁn]letta B!negnons w:t;he'n. d.:.t
Dial Myers Smith
Harris Ransdell Stanley
Harrison Rawson Swanson
NAYS—39.
Ball Capper Dilllngha Gmdl
Broussard Cartg nmﬁ“ 2 s
Calder Curtis France .'Iohnmn

Jones, Wash. McCumber Nichel Smoot
Kel McKinley Oddie Spencer
Kendrick MeclLean Page Sterling
Ke;es MeNary Pepper Wadsworth

d oses Phip; Warren
Lenroot New Poin r Watson, Ind.
Lodge Newberry Shortridge

KOT VOTING—36.

Borah Fernald MecKellar 8hields
Brandegee Fletcher Nelson Stanfield
Bursum Frellnghuysen Norbeck Sutherland
Cameron Gerry Norris Townseni
Crow Glass Overman Trammell
Culberson Ha Owen Walsh, Mass,
dun Pont Hitch Pittman Weller
Edge Jones, N. Mex. Pomerene Willlams
Elkins McCormiek eed illis

So Mr. Roeixsox’s amendment to Mr. McCumBER'S amend-
ment was rejected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing fo the
aniendment offered by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
McCuMBER].

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, before voting on
the amendment I desire to say a word in view of the renewal
of the declaration on the part of the Senator from Idaho [Mr.
Gooprxc] that the guestion before us is as to the integrity of
the protective tariff system—a question of free trade on the
one side and the protective tariff upon the other.

That view is not entertained uniformly, if it is indeed enter-
tained generally, by the advocates of a protective tariff in this
country. I have before me an editorial appearing yesterday
meorning in the Philadelphia North American. The Philadel-
phia North American, as everybody knows, is a Republican
newspaper, and is issued from a Stafe which has profited very
widely and very largely by protective tariff, and issued from
a city, Philadelphia, that might properly be spoken of as the
very citadel of protection. This paper frankly declares that
it is in favor of the protective principle and in favor of a
protective tariff, but it is denouncing the measure now under
consideration by the Senate, and denouncing it because of the
high, excessive, and unjustifiable rates which Senators upon
this side have been steadfastly protesting.

There are two particular features of the editorial to which
I desire to invite attention, after I have read a portion of it.
I shall not read it all, but shall ask that it be incorporated
in full in the Recorp. After reciting the history of tariff legis-
lation in a general way in this country and bringing the dis-
cnm'i([)in down te the time of President Roosevelt, the ediforial
continues :

His conflicts with the reactionary Republican leade

however, re-
vived the and public discontent with the ve prot.ection
they had put into the tariff law impelled Taft, when a candidate im

219138i to pledge revision downward. After his electlon. nevertheless,
@

to the reac and sign he iniquitous Payne-

hlch revised portant schedu les upw: The efféect

ot thls was t!sat in 1910 the B.epublicam lost comtrol of Congress, and
in 1912 the party was repudiated.

e Demoerats put in wer as a result of the Republican split
undertmk to carr; th program of & low pmtective tariff, modi-
fled by removal of all duty from some products, and passed the Under-

wood bill in 1913. This measure ved so unpopular that in the
mtura] conrse of events it would ve led to cratle defeat in
1916 ; but meanwhile the World War had begun, and the virtual cessa-
tion of foreign commerce made the act inoperative and removed the
tariff issne tem ly from politics.

Returned to ower in 1920, the Repuhllcan P has at last under-
taken the a tariff law of its own. In this action it is
following preculent. and there is mo reasen to expect that the process
which so often has led to a party's defeat has ceased to operate.

Almost before the votes of the 1820 presidential eleetiom had been
counted the manufacturing interests began to press for a new tariff
bill to meet their ideas of protection. Some of the demands came
gﬁm m;ﬁufac:g{u? who hndurvté:la re?mcg toi fear &htﬂ the Underwood

WO enable large quan o eaply made European goods,
held back by war conditions, to flow into the country. On the other
hand, the most aggressive agitation has been promoted by interests
which aim to repeat the old performance or get eF the highest duties
pessible, not for legitimate protection agains gn competition, but
as & shelter behind which to raise prices to the domestie consumer.
A contention which has repeatedly been made from this
gide of the Chamber, notably by the Senator from Alabama
[Mr. UxpErRwoon] and the Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
Siamons], The editorial continues:

Because the situation in international trade demanded early action,
the Republican leadorn musht to meet the demands by passing an
emergency tariff bill, postponing the enactment of a regular measure
until conditions hnd become stahiiiaed Affairs in the industrial amd -
commercial world nre still far from normal, but the pressure upon
the party leaders has been so strong that they have heen forced to
taka u¥ e hazardous task amyway. Moreover, the methods employed

n no essential way from those unsed in framing former tariff
measuree, methods which so often proved disastrous to the party in

power.
There are two factors in the present situation whieh are eertain
to be used by the exploiters in their efforts to get the kind of tariff

t

the farmers demand proteetlon for their products. Whereas
in the past the agricultural interests, particularly those of the West,
stood against the high tariff forces of the East, they are now so de-
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termined to get protection that they will make trades with the manu-
facturing interests. Second, costs of production abroad can not be
nccurnte_g] determined, and the American industries will take advan-
tage of that fact and drive for the highest duties obtainable.

For these two reasons it 1s virtually certain that the new measure
will get the rates higher than ever ore. There is every indication,
likewise, that the consumers will resent the scramble for plunder,
and they have shown in the past that eventually they can make their
protests painfully effective.

But the situation is complicated this time by still another factor,
which is loaded with political and economic dynamite. TUnder the high
tariffs of the past the United States was a debtor mnation, and its
export trade helped to meet its oblizations abroad. Since the war,
however, the United States has been the world’s chief creditor na-
tion. The balance of trade Is billions of dollars in our favor, and
besides Europe owes us more than $11,000,000,000 for war loans
and deferred interest. In attempts to egun.hze exchange European
countries have sent us nearly all their gold and can not pay in that
metal. The only alternative is for them to liquidate their ogl tions
b{ sendjn%‘f 8, and the tariff bill being framed will set duties so
b ﬁh that ropean goods will virtually be shut out.

n_other words, the United States must soon face the gquestion
whether it will eancel most of the $11,000,000,000 of loans or lower
the tarif wall o as to admit the European goods that would pa
them, UHon the Republican Party, already burdemed with a distrust
tariff, will fall the burden of convinein e people that they ought to
cancel Europe's colossal indebtedness in order to maintain the high
duties enacted. A

This newspaper has been persistently optimistic and still Is in that
mood. It believes that the country is entering an era of prosperity.
It is satisfied, moreover, that the Republican Party is the tter
fitted to carry on great constructive work, and it would regard the
return of the Democratic Party to power as a national calamity.
Nevertheless, as we contemplate the operation of the old, unscientifie,
logrolling methods of tariff legislation, we feel it would be unecandid
not to acknowledge that we view the situation with concern for the
Republican Party and for the Nation.

Mr. President, the protective policy as outlined by the Senator
from Connecticut [Mr. McLeaN], for instance, and the Senator
from Idaho [Mr. Gooping] has very many persuasive and tﬁking
and fetching features. The trouble about the matter is that when-
ever that poliey is announced and is embodied in a measure look-
ing to the imposition of duties with a view to the protection of
so-called American industries it inevitably becomes a vicious log-
rolling measure. Senators from one State want a high pro-
tective duty upon certain articles. Senators from another State
want high duties upon another article. So the thing goes.
There is no hard and fast written agreement about the matter
at all, but of course it is understood that there is a general
nnderstanding, * You support my duties and I will support
yours.,” The vote in this hody upon the measure clearly dis-
closed that condition of things.

Another thing, Mr. President, is that it invites the interests
claiming protection to come here to Washington. They appear
before the committees and appeal to them, representing one-
sidledly their claim for high protective duties, and the consuming
public generally are not heard in opposition. Take the item
upon which we just voted, the matter of fire brick, produced
in the State of Idaho, It is barely possible, I dare say, that
some amount of that commodity will reach the great commer-
cial cities upon the coast—Portland, Seattle, and Takoma—an
there come into competition possibly with brick, as suggested
by the Senator from Idaho, that comes in ballast from Scot-
land. We put a duty upon fire brick at the suggestion of the
Senator from Idaho, while the great people of those great cities,
who must buy the brick at an increased price for the construc-
tion of homes, are not heard upon the proposition at all. There
is no one to represent them.

Finally, Mr. President, it becomes perfectly obvious to every-
one that the situation Invites its utilization for political pur-
poses. Great, powerful interests in the country come here rep-
resented by persuasive and adroit gentlemen and get what
they ask from Hepublican Members of Congress, and it is the
most natural thing in the world that they will be expected to
return the favor and advantage when election time comes
around.

So that, even though one may admit the wisdom of the prin-
ciple stated in abstract terms, yet when it comes down to the
actual application of the principle it becomes a matter of solici-
tude, as it seems to me, to everyone who is wedded to the
principle at all to see that the duties are not such as are op-
pressive or exist, as stated by this able Republican newspaper,
merely for the purpose of erecting a wall behind which the
American producer can exact exorbitant prices from the Ameri-
can consumer without the peril of encountering opposition from
abroad.

I ask that the editorial may be printed in the REcorp in full.

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

[From the North American, Philadelphia, Friday, June 2, 1922.]
TARIFF PITFALLS,

Now that the Republican leaders are unable to hold back tariff legis-
lation any longer, and it has become the dominant issue in Congress
it may be well to emphasize some facts and opinions which haye behind
them the weight of public acceptance,

The first is that a protective tariff is as essential to the business life
of this Nation as food Is to human existence, It is as much a speecific for
certain industrial ills as quinine is for malarial fever. But a protective
tariff, in the same way as overeating or overdosing, aggravates maladies
instead of curing them., The tariff treatment should administered as
sclentifically and consclentiously as any powerful drug employed as a
remedial agent. The history of the American tariff usiowu that while
there have been instances of mishandling and abuse of the policy, on
the whole, it has operated to the incalculable benefit of the country.

A second fact is that the century-old conflict between the theories of
free trade and protection ended In America several years ago in favor
of the lat‘te:dp neiple. So long ago as 1894, leading Demoecrats in the
Henate join with the Republicans in opposing drastie reduction of
duties ; and the last tariff bill passed by the Demoecratic Party, although
admifting a large number of products free, was, in fact, a protective
measure. It may be said that the controversy*was oﬂ!clnf!y brought to
a close when President Wilson sent a special message to Con
ing effective tar

ess advis-
ff protection for the American dyestuffs industry. To-
day there is in Congress not a single outspoken advocate of free trade,
Protection in prineiple is no longer a real issue between the Republican
and Democratic Parties; the division is merely as to the extent of pro-
tection that shall be given.

Ever since the protective tariff policy was initiated by Alexander
Hamilton, the greatest conmstructive statesman for the formative perlod
of the Republic, it has been an important issue between two opposiug
schools of political thought. The economic structure of the country in
Hamilton's time was almost who! agricultural, He acted upon 1he
belief that the United States would not be able to establish and main-
tain complete Independence so long as it had to look to Eugland for
manufactured goods. He further held that this ecould not me a
great and prosperous Nation until it had established an economic bal-
ance by developing its industrial capacitier as well as its agriceulinral
resources., Hamilton’s Federalists, their Whig successors, and the Re-
publican Part{ of the last 60 frelrs have upheld the protectionist doc-
trine, while the Democratic I'arty, following the Jeffersonian tradi-
tion, stood until recent years for free trade or a tariff for revenue only.

roughout the entire period the tariff jssue has been a factor in
virtually every congressional and presidential contest. During the last
40 years, especially, it not only has influenced elections but repeatedly
has driven one party or the other from power.

The Garfield-Arthur administration, for example, faced growing eriti-
cism of the existing high duties, and to meet this Congress in 1883
made a feneral revision of the tariff ; but the chae:;fes did not satisfy
the publie, and In 1884 the Demoerats won the Presidency for the first
time since the Civil War. Cleveland inaugurated a vigorous assault
upon the protective policy, and his party In the House prepared w bill
embodying drastic reductions, Republican confrol of the Senate pre-
vent legislation, and the issue dominated the 1888 campaign, in
which Harrison defeated Cleveland.

The McKinley Act of 1800 embodied the idea of high protection, and
two years later the administration was defeated, Cleveland being elecied
the second time, on a pledge of tarif reduction. The result wns
passage of the Wilson Act of 1894 ; but although this measure was so
far from the Cleveland idea that he let it become a law without nis
signature, it enabled the Republicans to make profection a promioent
issue in 1896, and the Democratic Party was overthrown again. In the
following year the Dingley bill, with increased duties, was enacted,
Thereafter the old controversy was obscured for a time, first by the
Spanish-American War and then by the realignment over the policies
mnngurated by Roosevelt during his seven years in the White House.

His conflicts with the reactionary Republican leaders, however, re-
vived the issue, and publie discontent with the excessive protection the
had ?ut into the tariff law Impelled Taft, when a candidate in 1908,
to Hedge revision downward., After his election, nevertheless, he
ylelded to the roaction;:’jy bosses and signed the Iiniquitous Payne-
Aldrich bill, which revised important schedules upward., The effect of
this was that in 1910 the Republicans lost control of Congress, and in
1912 the party was rcpudiated.

The Democrats, put in ?owsr as a resnlt of the Republican split,
undertook to carry out thelr program of a low protective tariff, medi-
tied by removal of all duty from some products, and passed the Under-
wood bill in 1913. This measure Rrov?d g0 unpopular that in the
natural course of events it would have led to mocratic defeat in
1916; but meanwhile the World War had begun, and the virtual
cessation of foreign commerce made the act inoperative and removed
the tariff issue temporarily from politics,

Returned to power in 1920, the Republican Party has at last under-
taken the drafting of a tariff law of its own. In this action it is follow-
ing precedent, and there is no reason to expect that the process which
so often has led to a party's defeat has ceased to operate.

When a large majority of the American people came to accept the
protective principle as a national policy the controversy over free trade
as against turlf protection vanished as a legitimate political issue,
From that time the question has been Purely economie, a matter to be
determined on the basis of facts and not of partisan tradition or theory.
Intelligent advoecates of the protective principle fought persistently for
establishment of a permanent, nonpartisan tari commission, empowered
to determine from time to time the amount of protection which might
legitimately be given to the various industries, the basic factor being
the difference in the cost of production of foreign-made and American-
made goods.

This demand derived great momentum when it was made a principal

lank in the Progressive platform of 1912, and afterwards was adopted
y both the Republican and Demoecratic Parties. Eventually a tariff
commission was established, but before it had begun to function effec-
tively the outbreak of the war stopped imports and at the same time
provlvded an unlimited foreign market for American goods. Moreover,
since the return of peace it has been impossible to ﬁ)p!y the principles
adopted, since the demoralization of European currencies and the chaotie
conditions of forelgn exchange prevent any sound comparisen of prodoe-
tion costs here and abroad.

Almost before the votes of the 1920 presidential election had been
counted the manufacturing interests began to press for a new tariff bill
to meet their ideas of protection. Some of the demands came from
manufacturers who had real reason to fear that the Underwood bill
would enable large quantities of cheaply made European goods, beld
back by war conditions, to flow into the country. On the other hand,
the most aggressive agitation has been ?romutad by interests which aim
to repeat e old performance of getting the hifhest duties possible,
not for legitimate protection against foreign competition but as a shelter
behind which to raise prices to the domestic consumer,

Because the situation in International trade demanded early action,
the Republican leaders sought to meet the demands by passing an emer-
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gency tariff bill, postponing the enactment of a regular measure until
conditions had become stabilized. Afairs in the industrial and commer-
cial world are still far from normal, but the pressure upon the party
leaders has been so strnni‘that they have been forced to take u%l the
hazardous task anyway. , Moreover, the methods employed differ in no
essentinal way from those used in framing former tariff measures—
methods which so often proved disastrous to the party in power.

There are two factors in the present situation which are certain to be
used by the exploiters in their efforts to get the kind of tariff they
want.

First, the farmers demand protection for their products. Whereas in
the past the agricultural interests, particularly those of the West, stood
against the high-tariff forces of the Bast, they are now so determined to
get protection that they will mnke trades with the manufacturing inter-
ests. nd, costs of production abroad can not be accurately deter-
mined, and the American industries will take advantage of that fact
and drive for the highest duties obtainable.

For these two reasons it is virtually certain that the new measure
will set the rates higher than ever before. There 18 every indieation
likewlse, that the consumers will resent the scramble for plunder; and
they have shown in the past that eventually they can make their pro-
tests painfully effective,

But the situation is complicated this time by still another faetor,
which is loaded with political and economic dynamite. Under the high
tariffs of the past the United States was a debtor nation, and its export
trade helped to meet its obligations abroad. 8ince the war, however,
the United States has been the world's chief creditor nation, The bal-
ance of trade is billions of dollars in our favor, and, besides, Europe
owes us more than $11,000,000,000 for war loans and deferred interest.
In attempts to etin.lallxe exchange Huropean countries have sent us
nearl?' all their gold, and can not pay in that metal. The only alterna-
tive is for them to liquidate their obligations by sending goods—and
the tariff bill being framed will set duties g0 high that European goods
will virtnally be shut out.

In other words, the United States must soon face the question
whether it will cancel most of the $11,000,000,000 of loans or lower the
tariff wall gso as to admit the European goods that would pt:g them,
Uixm the negubliean Party, aIﬂrml}l'1 burdened with a distrus tariff,
will fall the burden of convincing the people that they ought to cancel
Eur:tpetfel’s colossal indebtedness in order to maintain the high duties
ena ¥

This ne aper has been persistently optimistic and still is in that
mood. It believes that the country is entering an era of prosperity. It
is satisfied, moreover, that the Republican Party is the better fitted to
CAITy on freat constructive work, and it would regard the return of the
Democratic Party to power as a national calamity. Nevertheless, as we
contemplate the operation of the old unsclentifie, log-rolling methods of
tariff legislation, we feel it would be unm?id not to acknowledge that
\;e \glewtvi the situation with conmcern for the Republican Party and for
the Nation,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questien is upon agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from North Dakota.

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT., The Secretary will state the next
amendment.

The AssSISTANT SECRETARY. The next amendment proposed by
the Senator from North Dakota is, on page 217, after line 5, to
insert a new paragraph to read as follows:

Pagr. 15335a. Brick, not specially provided for: Provided, That if any
country, dependency, province, or other subdivision of government im-
poses a duty on such brick imported from the United States, an equal
duty shall imposed upon such brick coming into the United States
from such country.

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to modify the amendment by add-
ing after the word “country” a comma and the words * de-
pendency, province, or other subdivision of government,” s0 as
to make the provision definite and certain.

The AsSISTANT SECRETARY. After the word “ country,” at the
end of the proposed amendment, insert a comma and the words
“ dependency, province, or other subdivision of government.”

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr, President, I have no objection to
that. The Senator has a right to perfect his amendment.

Mr. President, the amendment having been perfected, I desire
to move to strike out the proviso. Under the proposal of the
chairman of the Finance Committee ordinary brick are seem-
ingly taken from the tax list and placed on the free list and
then a proviso is added that, for the time being, at least, estab-
lishes an embargo instead of a tax, If the amendment proposed
by the chairman of the committee, representing the committee,
merely placed common brick on the free list I should most
gladly cooperate with him; but he adds the proviso to his mo-
tion to the effect that they shall not go on the free list so long
as any other country imposes a tax on brick imported from this
country.

The effect of the amendment, although seemingly it puts ordi-
nary brick on the free list, will be that instead of putting a tax
on such brick at the customhouse we are going to prohibit their
importation from the only country in the world from which im-
portations might be expected.

I realize what the proviso means. I have no doubt that some
Senators*in proposing it think that by imposing reciprocal
duties on brick Canada may be induced to lower or eliminate
her tarift duty on brick. I myself entertained a similar view
9 or 10 years ago, and in the present law there was an effort
made to bring about reciprocity of trade by providing that we
should reduce or eliminate our duties when the other country
did likewise. As a matter of fact, practically all of those pro-
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visions related to Canada; but the experience of 10 years has
proven that they are ineffective; that they have not produced
results.

I know of no more striking instance of that than the efforts
that were made to bring about reciproeity in the trade in pulp
wood, the raw material from which newsprint paper is made, in
order to provide a necessary supply for the American press on
which to print their newspapers. We put such provisions into
the bill which is now the law in order to accomplish results
of that kind, but they have proven ineffective; they have pro-
duced no results.

Everyone who is familiar with conditions in Canada, and
will judge of the future with the light of the past staring him
in the face, knows that the amendment which the Senator from
North Dakota has just proposed will afford no relief whatever,
The Senator is seemingly giving us bread, but in reality he
hands us a stone, because by his amendment he makes the
tariff wall higher than it was when bricks were left on the
tax list. The Senator now proposes to put bricks on the free
list if Canada puts them on the free list, knowing that Canada
will not reciprocate. Therefore his proposal in reality is to put
an embargo on brick coming in from Canada, brick being one of
the materials from which the homes in America must be built,
Therefore I have moved to strike out the proviso. If that be
done we may have some little competition, some little threat

.against a great monopoly which is preventing the building of

homes in America ; but that monopoly will rejoice and welcome
with open arms the proposal of the Senator from North Dakota,
knowing that instead of a tax behind which they may stand and
exercise their powers of monopoly they are going to have a wall
built over which nothing can come.

Mr. President, I am in favor of reciprocity in trade and com-
merce between the United States and Canada. The Senator
from Idahe [Mr. Goopixg] this morning justified his position in
contending for a duty on brick by stating that Canada imposes
a duty on brick imported from the United States. Of course,
if we are to enact laws only for the interest of those who manu-
facture and are to have no regard for those who must consume,
that argument may be sound; but to follow the argument to its
logical conclusion, if our neighbors propose to raise a tax on
food, then we must burden our consumers with a tax on food, no
matter in what dire stress they may be for the necessities of
life.

But I wish to answer the Senator's argument from another
standpoint—not one of reason but one of fact. The contention
is made that we must tax goods coming from Canada, because
Canada taxes goods coming from the United States. Where (oes
the responsibility lie—with the Canadians or with ourselves?
At this good hour it lies under the dome of this Capitol, here
in the United States Senate. More than 10 years ago a Repub-
lican President, realizing that there were no stronger bonds
that might tie a people together than the bonds of cominerce and
trade, proposed a treaty or understanding with the Dominion
of Canada under which we might have at least partial reci-
procity in trade. His party was then in power in both branches
of the Congress. He negotiated a treaty with Canada and sub-
mitted it to the Congress for raftification. A Republican Con-
gress, wedded to the idol of protection, wedded to the belief thut
the only way a manufacturer could exist in this country was to
build a prohibitive wall around the United States and allow
nothing to come in that seriously affected him, regardless of
the effect on the American people, defeated the proposal of
their President. A few months afterwards, in response to the
mandate of the American people, a Democratic majority took
possession of the House of Representatives. The Republican
President who proposed this reciprocal arrangement with
Canada, whereby she should lower her gates to our commerce
and we should lower our gates to hers, sent for me to come to
the White House and asked, if he called an extra session of
Congress, if the Democratic Party would pass a bill providing
for reciprocal trade with Canada; and, after consulting my col-
leagues, I assured him that it would be done. The extra session
of Congress was called. I introduced the bill, and it passed the
Congress, was signed by the President, became the law of the
land, and is now on the statute books.

Unfortunately, when the matter was submitted to the Cana-
dian Parliament, Laurier, then Premier of Canada, went to
the country on the proposal. Canada was not prepared for the
issue, and on account of other issues being involved the oppo-
sition came into power, the Conservative Party, and no action
was taken for nearly a decade as to reciprocal tariff duties.
Then the reaction came. The Conservative Party lost control
of the Parliament. It was dissolved, and they went to the
country, and the Liberals, who favored reciprocity in trade be-
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tween the United States and Canada, were returned to power
by an overwhelming majority, and are in power to-day.

I know, because I talked to him personally in regard to the
matter before he was selected as Premier of Canada, that the
present leader of the Canadian Government favors reciprocity
in trade relations between these countries. I know that he sent
one of the ministers of his Government to Washington within
the last few months to feel out the present administration as
to whether they were willing to act under the law of the land,
the law that never has been repealed, the law that has been on
the statute books in favor of reciprocity with Canada for nearly
10 years, and join with Canada in a reciprocal treatment
that would encourage the trade of both nations; and I have
been told that this minister of the Canadian Government, their
representative, was received with slight courtesy in Washing-
ton, and sent back to his home with the understanding that this
administration will not recognize the principle of reciprocity
between Canada and the United States, notwithstanding it is a
law on the statute books.

If you really wanted Canada to reduce the tax on brick so
that American brick could flow across the border and at cer-
tain points Canadian brick could come into this country and
compete, your administration in an hour could vitalize the
proposition, could make it a living entity, without waiting for
the passage of this tariff bill; but you do not want it. You
ordered the Canadian envoy home, you repudiated the action of
a Republican President, and you spit upon the law of the land;
so I say that when you add to this amendment, seemingly
in favor of allowing brick to come into this country without a
tax, a proviso that it shall not come in if Canada levies a tax
agalnst brick, you are putting a joker into this bill, you are
sandbagging your own proposal by putting on it a proviso that
means the erection of an embargo instead of a tax.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr, UONDERWOOD. Yes; I yield.

Mr, LENROOT. I should like to ask the Senator whether
it is not true that Canada was well satisfied with the Under-
wood law, and would be satisfied to-day but for the emergency
tariff act, because under the Underwood law the rates upon
imports from Canada were, as a rule, very much less than the
rates imposed by Canada upon imports from the United States?

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I will say to the Senator candidly that
when the present law, which the Senator calls the Underwood
law, was passed, it was passed shortly after a bill was passed
recognizing reciprocity between Canada and the United States;
and with a view to encouraging reciprocity of trade and com-
merce between Canada and the United States I did not attempt,
so far as I was concerned—and I think I can speak for the com-
mittee that sat with me and wrote the bill—to establish embar-
goes against Canadian trade.

I have often been charged with being a free trader, but I
never have been a free trader. I do not believe in a protective
tariff; I do not believe in embargoes against commerce; but I
believe it is a convenient way to raise revenue to levy reason-
able taxes at the customhouse that do not interfere with reason-
able importations from abroad and do not place embargoes on
trade, and I am more in favor of that proposition between the
United States and Canada than any other country in the world.

The Canadians are our brothers in kin. Only recently they
have been our brothers in arms. No country on this globe made
greater sacrifice for the cause of the Allies than did the Cana-
dian soldiers. Hundreds of thousands of American farmer boys
crossed fhe line and builded their homes in Canada. As far as
I am concerned, I would make the trade relations between this
country and Canada as free and full as possible. I would tear
down the impediments to trade. I would welcome the tying
to this country of Canada, and the tying to Canada of the
United States of America, by bonds of trade that would make
us inseparable for the future, make us brothers in commerce,
brothers in war, and brothers in kin. 3

Mr. McCUMBER, Mr. President, I can readily understand
why one who believes in free trade can also be a sincere friend
of the reciprocity agreement that was entered into between this
country. and Canada under President Taft; but I can not agree
with the philosophy of the Senator from Alabama in his de-
scription of what that meant to the United States and to Can-
ada, and whether that law is still alive.

Let us see the conditions. ,

President Taft presented his scheme for reciprocity. with Can-
ada, in which most of the agricultural products, which were the
things the Canadians desired to get rid of, should come in com-
petition with the agricultural products of the United States,
while most of the manufactured products would be reasonably
well taken care of. It seemed to touch the heart of the manu-
facturing section of the country, but it did not appeal to those

who believed in the principle of protection and not merely the
selfish ideals of some of the protectionists.

* That was submitted to one Republican Congress, and I think I
did as much as any one Senator in battfing against it. It was
defeated; and then, as the Senator from Alabama says. the
President of the United States consulted with the leader of the
Democratic forces in the country. He made a mistake, I think,
when he did that. I think he should have consulted with the
Republicans rather than with the hereditary enemies of Repub-
lican principles; and, as the Senator from Alabama says, a
coalition was made between a few of those who represented the
manufacturing interests and the whole Democratic Party, and
it was an unholy alliance which was strongly repudiated by the
American people at the next election.

Mr, POMERENE. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da-
kota yield to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. McCUMBER., I yield, with pleasure.

Mr. POMERENE. The Senator has referred to those who
belleive in protection as opposing the Canadian reciprocity leg-
islation.

Mr. McCUMBER. I said those who believe in protection as
a principle, and not as a matter of local benefit.

Mr, POMERENE, T recognize that fact, but my reeollection
is that there were a very large number of Republicans who
voted in favor of the reciprocity legislation. Does the Senator .
mean by his statement to say that the Republicans who voted
for that reciprocity legislation were not protectionists?

Mr. McCUMBER. No, Mr. President; I stated that there
was a certain element of the manufacturing interests, whose
interests were not injured in any way, who joined in the
movement for Canadian reciprocity, while what would be
called to-day the farm bloc was earnestly against it.

It went over to the next session. The alliance was formed,
and, as I remember it, with a solid Democratic vote in favor of
it, and a few Republica® votes on this side in favor of it, con-
siderably in the minority upon this side, we passed the Canadian
reciprocity pact. Then it was submitted to Canada, and it was
submitted to the voters of Canada, and the voters turned it
down.

I am not discussing whether they acted in accordance with
their own interests or whether they were governed, as I believe
they were, by what they considered a patriotie principle to stand
by their own country and to develop it as a manufacturing
country; but the fact is that it was repudiated by a vote of the
Canadian people.

There was an offer on one side. The other side refused the
offer, and refused it in the strongest way they could refuse it.
It was an offer to take effect at the time it was passed, not 10
vears thereafter, or 20 or 30 years thereafter. It was an offer,
and the offer was refused. That ended it. The law, so far as
it remained upon the statute books, was and Is a dead letter.
It is not a law to-day.

When the Democratic Party came into power, they did not
recognize it. They immediately passed a tariff law as though
we had never made an offer of that character. Then the Re-
publican Party came into power again, and it recognizes that
that was an offer, that the offer was refused, and that that was
the end of the proposition. :

The Senator says that a representative from Canada came
down here and received scant courtesy, as he understands. On
the contrary, the representative of the Canadian Government
discussed the matter with me, asked candidly whether we re-
garded that law as an open offer still in existence, and I told
him candidly that we did not. He came down to see whether
there would be any possibility of renewing the reciproeity offer,
and suggested that If it was offered again they would accept it,
and I candidly informed him that it would not be offered again,
That was courteous. He said that was the view he had gotften
from everyone he had talked with upon the subject, "that it
would be useless for them to attempt at this time to renew the
Canadian pact.

I do not think the argument which the Senator from Alabama
makes, based upon the reciprocity agreement, is a very good
one when you consider the result. One of the strongest ele-
ments of objection against the Taft administration throughout
the United States was the Canadian reciprocal agreement. I do
not say that there were not other matters which were taken
into consideration, but that was the chief objection to his ad-
ministration.

I know a great many people now claim that the only issue in
the last campaign was the issue against a league of nations or
an agreement with other nations. There were a great many
issues which entered into the last campaign, and it would be
unfair to say that any one of them was the only issue in that
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campaign. There was a mighty big change in the vote from one
side to the other, but it was not due to that alone, although it
was an important feature in the dissatisfaction with the last
administration.

Let us see whether the Senator from Alabama is entirely con-
sistent. He says he believes in reciprocity,-and I want the
Senator's attention to this, if I may have it, because I want to
place his own argument in the Recorp. The Senator says he
believes in a reciprocal relation with Canada. Very well. If
we say to Canada, “ We will give you free trade in brick on con-
dition that you give us free trade in brick,” that would be a
reciprocal arrangement, and the Senator believes in if. But if
we say to Canada, “If you put 25 per cent ad valorem upon
brick, then we will put 25 per cent on brick,” that is not re-
ciprocal, according to the Senator. What is the difference?
The only difference is between a reciprocal mr;ﬂ and a recipro-
cal free trade. They mean exactly the same

Under the free trade we say to Canada that we will allow
their brick to come in free just so long as they allow us te
export brick to Canada free. Under the tariff reciprocal—and
that is all it is—we say to Canada, “ We will continue to levy
a duty of 22} per cent ad valorem just so long as you fix a duty
of 223 per cent ad valorem." They are both reciprocal. The
one depends upon the other. The moment Canada takes off her
22} per cent duty, off goes our 22} per cent duty.

I think I would agree with the Senator from Alabama upon
one element in this matter, and that is the idea of taking some-
body else’s tariff as a basis in fixing ours. I say most candidly
that I do not like that method of making a tariff bill; but the
majority of the committee always rules in determining what
rate we shall fix upon any item, and while I must say it is per-
fectly fair in this instance, I do not think it would be a good
policy to adopt that prineiple to any great extent. It is just as
fair as a reciprocity proposition is fair, but we ought to levy
our duties according to the needs of the country, especially if it
is a protective duty, and that which we reserve to ourselves we
ought to grant as a right to our neighbors.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, my friend from North Da-
kota, always very frank and ecandid, said he did not like the
method which was adopted, but he was overruled by the major-
ity of the committee.

Mr, McCUMBER. I did not say I was overruled, but I stated
that the majority ruled.

Mr. POMERENE. The Senator may put it in that way. Does
not the Senator think, under those circumstances, that his col-
leagues on the floor of the Senate ought to have the benefit of
his direct vote on that proposition, the same as in the com-
mittee?

Mr. McCUMBER. My direct vote is to sustain what we con-
sidered to be for the best interests, as the committee recom-
mended. If it were a question of great importance, if it were
important at all, T might reserve the right to take a different
view. But we must act together on this side in putting a bill
through, the same as Senators do on the other side.

Mr. POMERENE. They must act together, if they are going
to put it through, I think that is true; but, in other words, the
Senator’'s position, as I construe it, is that on the floor of the
Senate he is willing to vote against his convictions as expressed
by his vote in the committee.

Mr. McCUMRBER. No, Mr. President;
nothing about my vote in the committee.

Mr. POMERENE. I simply know what the Senator has said
on the floor of the Senate.

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 said that the majority of the committee
voted in this way, and I am not stating what was my vote or
the vote of any other Senator. I think, so far as this particular
item is concerned, the. rate is fair. 1 am stating as a general
proposition that I do not believe in the policy of fixing our tariffs
on the basis adopted by some other country in fixing its tariff,
and in that I think the Senator from Ohio will undoubtedly
agree with me.

Mr. POMERENE. Of course, Mr. President, we should not
be absolutely bound by what other countries do, I agree with the
Senator: but I have regretted ever since the day of the defeat
of the reciprocity pact that it was not adopted. I think we
would be better off, and every element of society would be
better off to-day.

Mr. McCUMBER. I know the Senator thinks that way, but I
believe we would be immensely worse off. However, we will
not stop to discuss that now.

The Senator from Alabama says that by allowing this tariff
we do not afford relief against a monopoly. I want the Senator
to stop and think of that for just a moment. You have free
trade now, have you not? You have no relief against the monop-
oly, have you? The monopoly was formed under free trade; it

the Senator knows

exists under free trade; and if it was formed and exists under
free trade I do not believe the Senator thinks for a single
moment that it is going to be continued by reason of charging
for a few thousand brick which come over from Canada.

But if I understand it correctly, the monopoly has already
been dissolved; a consent decree has been entered through the
activity of the Attorney General. If that be true, then the
monopoly which was created under free trade, which drew its
breath of life under that benign policy, has gone out of existence
by reason of the action of the law itself.

I want to read to the Senator a little statement from the
Tarlff Commission report. I have stated many times that this
tariff will affect only a few localities along the Canadian bor-
der; that it will not affect in any degree the general price of
brick throughout the United States, I want to substantiate
that by the finding of the Tariff Commission.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, the Senator said in this
connection that it would not affect the price of brick except in
a few localities.

Mr. McCUMBER. That was my statement,

Mr. POMERENE. Of course the Senator will concede that it
will result in increasing the price of brick to the consumers of
brick in these localities, will he not?

Mr. McCUMBER. It may. I assume mat it probably will in
those localities.

Mr. POMERENE. I think that is a more accurate statement.

Mr. McCUMBER. If Canada would just relieve from the
22} per cent tax, we would have free brick on both sides. But
this is what the Tariff Commission says:

Btructural brick is the most important clay i1:\1‘0(11:1:(:\? manufactured
in the United States. The production surpasses in value tho total pro-
duction of pottery and chinaware or of all other clay product

Suitable clays are widely distributed, and bricks are p:odnccd in every
Btate and Territory except Hawaii and Alaska,

Now note:

The indwa‘ry is loeal in character, very few bricks bein
more than a few miles, Local demand is enormous near the
tera of population.

Now, that is correct. On account of the weight of the brick,
as a rule it is shipped only a few miles.

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Joxes of Washington in
the chair). Does the Senator from North Dakota yield to the
Senator from New York?

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 yield.

Mr. CALDER. I will state that all the common brick used
for structural purposes in and about New York City come from
points within 100 miles of that city. We have great brick
plants on the Hudson River and along the Shrewsbury River
and the Newark Bay section of New Jersey. Rarely, if ever,
to my knowledge have brick come to that city on the railroad
cars. They always come in on barges floated down the river or
across the bay from New Jersey.

With the permission of the Senator, I may add that just now
brick are higher than at almost any other period in the history
of the article in and about New York. Last spring they sold
at the wharf at about $12 per 1,000, and now $17 is being paid.
That comes from the shortage of brick, due to one of two
causes,—either a premeditated effort upon the part of producers
to limit the supply or else perhaps their neglect in estimating
the amount needed.

We are having in New York to-day the greatest building boom'
the city has ever seen. We are using more brick than we
ever-used before. When the brick come to the wharf fo-day
they are so much in demand that those who need them are
bidding for them. We have had a small shipment of brick
from Denmark recently. Those brick are being imported——

Mr. POMERENE. How many of those brick came in?

Mr. CALDER. Only a few thousand; but they are peng
brought in for the purpose of determining whether or not they
can be used to advantage and whether they can compete with
our brick in the way of price. The freight charges on them
from Denmark would be about $4 a thousand. The price of
the brick in Denmark is $7 a thousand, which would make $11
a thousand, plus the profit in the handling. If the price of
domestic brick continues as at present, at the price now being
asked, there is no doubt in my mind that more brick will come
in from Denmark.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr, President, ghout the imports of brick,

shipped
arge cen-

‘this again is the finding of the Tariff Commission:

Imports of common brick are negligible and are confined to shipments
from Canadian plants to points in the United States near the inter-
national boundary,

I think that is all I need to read from the Tarifl Commission
report. It is a matter which affects, as I stated before, a few
Canadian brickkilns that manufacture a few thousand brick,
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as against the American, right across the line, T admit that
it is not important. It will not affect in any way the general
price of brick throughout the United States, but it may pos-

sibly affect the price to some extent along the border on:a |

éew thousand brick that would be imported without the tariff
uty.

Now, Mr, President, I want to say in addition to what I
have said before that I regard the Canadian reciprocity pact
as a dead letter in the law, for the reason that the offer was
made and refused. The conditions have changed since. We
have made new laws upon the subject on the assumption that
it has been declined and that the offer is no longer extant;
but to be certain that no one could claim that it was still in
existence, we have inserted a special provision in the bill re-
pealing it.

Mr., UNDERWOQOD. Mr. President, I realized that the Sen-
ator was propoging to repeal a law which he says did not exist.
That is why I did not interrupt the Senator in hig argument,
because I know it is very much more satisfactory to speak with-
out interruption.

I stated in my argument that the responsibility for the lack
of reciprocity and for the fact that Canada insisted on high
duties against the commerce of the United States rested in this
Chamber with the Republican Party, and it does. The Senator
from North Dakota has admitted it. Of course he announces,
with a sweep of his hand as if he were the law itself, that be-
canse Canada did not at once accept the proposal for reci-
proeity in trade which was made by the United States, that it
was wiped out; that it does not exist; that it has gone. Well,
Mr. President, it is a new way to repeal a law by the negative
action of some person. -

But, as T intended to point out, the Senator, as he has ad-
mitted, makes the atgument that there is no reciprocity law
existing. He says he told the minister of the Canadian Gov-
ernment that it no longer existed; but, as I intended to point
ont to him, which he admits, he thinks it so much a law, so much
on the statute books, that he puts a clause within the borders
of the bill to repeal it.

Of course the policy of the Republican Party is so much.

against reciprocity in trade that they are going to repeal an
offer for reciprocity in trade, and the Senator is only admitting,
more strongly than I could state the case, what I charged him
with a moment ago, that the reason why we did not have
reciprocity in trade, the reason why Canadian duties rested
on American commerce, was because it is the poliey of the Re-
publican Party that the gates of commerce should be closed be-
tween this country and Canada. I am sure the Senator from
North Dakota will not deny it. He pleads guilty to the charge
in the items of this billL

Now the Senator says that he, in part, is willing to have
reciprocity and he evidences it by this clause in the bill, and
asserts with much pride that althomgh he repudiates reciproc-
ity in trade by the terms of his bill repealing that law, that
we authorize it now; that this is reciprocal trade; that this
provision brings about reeciprocity in frade, and we are only
walting for Canada to lower the door. The Senator knows as
well as I do that we do not bring about reciprocity of trade on
one item. An item that we want lowered going into Canada
may be of no interest whatever to Canada or not of enough
interest to cause her to lower her tariff rate, and that usmnally
is the case. If Canada admits one of our products into her
country, it is usnally because of her goods not coming into our
country and there being a balance of commerce on this side of
the line for that particular article. Of course, if she is going
to admit that article into her country, she wants some article
from Canada to flow in here,

Mr, McOUMBER. Mr. President——

Mr, UNDERWOOD, I yield to the Senator from North Da-
kota.

Mr. McOUMBER. Will the Senator tell me why Canada re-
fused the reciprocity offer?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Canada refused it for many reasons. I
will not say that Canada was not opposed to reciprocity in trade
at that time, because I can not say it. I am willing to admit
the record as it was made at that time. But the Senator
knows that there were many other guestions which drove the
Laurier Liberal Party out of power, and returned the Con-

servative Party, The Senator knows that western Canada,

made up largely of sons and descendants of American citizens,
voted with the Conservatives and drove the Laurier government
out of power. Yet those same men in western Canada to-day
make up almost unitedly the majorities of the liberal govern-
ment under Mackenzie King, the premier of that government,
There has been an entire reversal of sentiment, and because the
sentiment a few years ago was not yilling to meet us is no

argument against our accepting the opportunity when sentiment
in Canada has changed and we can make reciprocal trade an
existing fact instead of a theory as the Senator would make
it on brick.

The Senator knows we can not bring about reciprocal trade
on one item. He*knows It is absurd to contend that we can
More than that, we have contended here for hours about this
schedule. It is not because the item is so great—

Mr. McCUMBER., Mr, President, may I ask the Senator
another question?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. McCUMBER. If it is wicked to put it in this bill at this
time, was not that prineciple equally wicked when the Senator
put it in his bill on wood pulp in 19137

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator listens, but his ears are
not open. Half an hour or an hour ago I answered that ques-
tion, as the Senator would know if he had been listening to me,
by stating that I had tried the same experiment in the law
which is now on the statute books, because I was very anxious
to produce a condltion in reference to pulp wood, used as the
raw product in the manufacture of paper, in order to give the
great American press an oppoertunity to get its paper on reason-
able terms., I tried the experiment and I said to the Senate in
my opening statement that it failed. It did fail. Now I think
that as it failed after I tried it I certainly would be unkind,
when I see the Senator walking into a mistake of this kind,
stumbling over impediments .in his path, if I did not point out
to him where they lay in the path so that he might avoid them
in the future.

I admit that in quite a number of instances in the present
law it was tried. Of course we tried it from the viewpoint
that we hoped a general reciprocity treaty would soon be ac-
cepted by Canada, but it was not. The hour has come within
the past few months, or within the year, when it can be ac-
cepted, but the Senator says himself that he told the emissary
of the Canadian Government who called on him about it that
he repudiated it, that it was lost, that it was only a temporary
matter; that he told him the proposal was only temporary, and
that he would not accept it now; and yet he thinks it is so
temporary that it is necessary to repeal it from the statute
books.

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator will allow me, I stated I
wanted it repealed so that no one among the Canadians could
claim that it was the law, simply to make absolutely certain
a matter in which we might be in dispute ourselves.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not contend that the party in
power if it has the votes to do it can not repeal any law it
wishes to repeal. I do not say that they have not the power,
or that we are committed, morally or otherwise, to continue to
carry out this agreement. If the party in power wishes to re-
pudjate it, they have the right to repudiate it; and they are
going to do it, as they proclaim in this bill; but I say the
responsibility of repudiating it must rest with them. They
can not contend that as to the little item of brick that they
are proposing reciprocify with Canada when in fact they
are trying to impose an embargo instead of a tax on the im-
portation of brick.

The Senator from North Dakota said that the President 10
years ago was very unwise to ceonsult with the Democratie
leader, but I want to call to his attention the fact that at
the time the reciprocity act was passed there were distin-
guished Senators on the Republican side of the Chamber who
voted for the bill. Among them were the Senator from Con-
necticut [Mr. Brandegee], the Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. Lodge], Senator Penrose, of Pennsylvania, the Senator
from Connecticut [Mr. McLean], Senator Crane, of Massachu-
setts, the Senator from Washington [Mr. Poindexter], Senator
Root, of New York, and the Senator from Michigan [Mr.
Townsend], and so on. The bill was not only supported by
Democrats, but I have read a list of names of Senators who
stood at the forefront of the Republican Party when the bill
went through. It is now to be repudiated by being thrown
out of the window and telling the envoy of a foreign Govern-
ment before Congress acts, before it is known that there is a
majority behind the proposal, he can go home, that because
the arrangement was not accepted at once it is a dead letter.

Mpr. President, I do not think the country will take that
view of the question; but what I wish to point out is what
this proviso will accomplish. It is proposed that brick shall
be on the free list unless another country from which they
may be imported levies a duty on bricks imported from the
United States. There is nothing on the free list, as the Sena-
tor knows, except that which is expressly put on the free list;
we shall have no dispute about that, and as bricks are not put
on the free list, unless Canada by her affirmative action in
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removing her tariff consents that the Amerlcan people may
bring in brick untaxed, bricks must be taxed at some rate.

Mr. McOUMBER. If I understand the Senator from Ala-
bama correctly, I desire to say that I do not think he has care-
fully read the amendment. The committee propose, first, to
place this paragraph under the free list items.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Undoubtedly.

Mr. McCUMBER. Of course, it is recited before the colon
that these articles are placed npon the free list.

My, UNDERWOOD. Undoubtedly.

Mr. McCUMBER. Then it is provided that against imports
from countries which levy a duty upon the American com-
moility there shall be levied an equal duty.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Undoubtedly. I have aided in writing
tariff bills, and I am familiar with the fact that when articles
‘are placed upon the free list they are not to be taxed unless
‘a proviso is inserfed stating that they shall only go on the
. free list on the happening of a certain event; and it is provided
. in the amendment not against all countries—for there is only
'one country involved in this controversy, and that is Canada—
that bricks shall come in free of duty in the event that Canada
admits bricks from this country free. Senators know that Can-
ada does not admit briek from this country free. When we
send home her envoy who comes here and asks for reciprocity
in trade and tell him that it is an absurd proposition to cen-
tend for reciprocity in trade now, of eourse, Senators do not
expect that Canada is going to eliminate her duty om bricks
under those cirecumstances. Of course, practically no bricks come
into this country from any country exeept Canada. I do not
_contend that the imports from Canada are very great, although
they afford relief to certain American citizens; but the prin-
ciple for which Senators on the other side are contending is,
in my judgment, wrong when it requires that taxation shall be
imposed on building material with which to build the homes
of America. I think it is wrong to piek out a few little special
interests and put into their pockets money which belongs to
the taxpayers of America.

I want to know under which clause of the bill bricks are to
fall. The Senator knows that Canada has a tax on bricks;
the Senator also knows that this proviso will apply to Canada
and that bricks will not be on the free list. So they must be
provided for somewhere else, Now, I want to ask the Senator
to answer the question whether when a duty is imposed at the
customhouse on bricks coming from Canada, so long as Canada
does not put American brick on the free list, whether they are
going to fall under paragraph 201 of the bill providing that
bath brick, chrome brick, and fire brick not specially provided
for, shall pay a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem or whether
they are going to fall under the basket clause. I do not recall
what the tax under the basket clause is.

Mr. McCUMBER. I can answer the Senator; but T must say
to the Senator most candidly that it seems to me he has not
carefully read the amendment, because it says that there shall
be then imposed * an equal duty ”; that is, a duty equal to the
duty that is imposed by the country from which they are im-
ported. So brick would not fall under any other clause; but
if they are imported from Canada, and Canada levies a 224 per
cent duty on Ameriean brick, of course the duty on brick from
Canada would be a 22} per cent ad valorem. They would not
fall under any other clause.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator from North Dakota has
satisfactorily answered my inguiry. I wanted to know under
what paragraph brick from Canada were going to fall, hecause
the tax has not been repealed. The Senator has very kindly an-
swered the question that Canada has a tax of 22} per cent on
imported brick, and therefore, under the proviso, so long as the
Canadian rate stands—and he admits that it will stand—brick
imported into this country from Canada will be taxed 22} per
cent.

Now, what do we find the condition to be.
for two days over the taxing of bricks.

Under the House bill “ fire brick, weighing not more than 10
pounds each, not glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated
in any manner,” carried a rate of duty of 10 per cent, and as
reported to the Senate by the committee, the rate of duty was
15 per cent ad valorem. That covered common brick, Now, the
Senator admits that the proviso which he offers will raise the
ad valorem rate on brick. I am not talking about the theory
of their being on the free list, but I am talking about the fact
that while the Senator and the committee are saying to the
Senate they are going to provide free brick, yet they are put-
ting brick in this bill under a proviso which in fact will result
in levying a duty of 22} per cent on common building brick.
Am I wrong?

Mr. McCUMBER. On brick from Canada,

We have fought

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On brick from Canada, the only country
whence competition comes. The: Senator admits I am right.
Now, after discussing the brick item for two days, the Finance
Committee come in here and say, “ We are giving relief to the
Anierican people,” yet we find a joker in the amendment, so. that
instead of reducing the tax on bricks, in reality the tax is be-
ing increased from 15 per cent ad valorem, as originally pro-
vided in the bill, to 22% per cent on bricks cmning from Canada,
éh;zc Lonly country from which come any material amount of

ricks.

I hope, therefore, Mr. President. that my motien to strike out
the proviso will prevail, and on that I ask fer the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeingto
the amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama to the
amendment of the Senator from North Dakota, on which the
yeas and nays are demanded,

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Erxixs]
t‘o the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hitcacock ] and vote
. yEa.i!

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Announcing my
pair as earlier in the day, I vote “ nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. COLT, Making the same announcement as before, I
vote “ nay.”

Mr. NEW. Making the same announcement with respect to
the transfer of my pair as on the last preceding vote, I vote
L nay‘ll

Mr. HALE. I transfer my pair with the Senater from Ten-
nessee [Mr. SHiELDS] to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wirris]
and will vote. I vote “ nay.”

Mr. ROBINSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I
have a general pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr,
SursERLAND]. I transfer that pair to the Senater from Texas
[Mr. Coreerson) and will let my vote stand.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I transfer my general pair with
the Senator from Maine [Mr. EgerNaip] to the Senator from
Missouri [Mr. Reep] and will vote. I vote “ yea.”

AMr, SIMMONS. I wish to announce the unavoidable absence
of my colleague [Mr. OvErmax]. He is paired with the Senator
from Wyoming [Mr. Wargex]. I will let this announcement
stand for the day. If my colleague were present, he would vote
“yea ™ on this amendment.

My. CURTIS. I have been requested to announce the follow-
ing pairs:

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. DiriNeHAM] with the Sen-
ator from Virginia [Mr. Grass];

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bair] with the Senator
from Florida [Mr. FrLETcHER] ;

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epce] with the Senator
from OKlahoma [Mr. Owex]; and

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] with the
Senator from Montana [Mr. WarsH].

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 42, as follows:

YEAS—22,
Borah Harrison Rawson Fwanson
Caraway lieflin Robinson Underwood
Cummins Joneg, N. Mex. Bheppard Watson, Ga.
Dial Klnﬁ Bimmons Willlams

La Follette Emith

Harris Pomerene Stanley

NAYR—42,
Broussard Johnson MeNary Ransdell
Bursum Jones, Wash, oses Shortridge
Calder Kellog, New Emoot
Cameron Kendrick New! Hpencer
Capper Keyes Nicholson Rterling
Colt Ladd Norris Townsend
Curtis Lenroot Oddie Wadsworth
Ernst Page ‘Warren
France MeCumbher Pepper Watson, Ind.
Gooding McKinley Phip
Hale McLean Poindexter

NOT VOTING—32.

Ashurst Elkins MeKellar Shields
Ball Fernald Myers Stanfield
Brandegee Fleteher Nelson Sutherland
Crow Frelinghuysen Norheck Trammell
Culberson Glass Overman Walsh, Mags,
Dillingham Harreld Owen Walsh, Mont,
du Pant Hitcheock Pittman Weller
Edge McCormick Reed Willis

So Mr. UxpeEewoobd’s amendment to Mr. McCumeir's amend-
ment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on agree-
ing to the amendment offered by the Senator from North Da-

ota.

The amendment was agreed to.
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Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I now ask to return to
paragraph 203, page 32; and I propose, on behalf of the com-
mittee, to move to strike out all of paragraph 203, and then to
insert, on page 217, after line 24, a new paragraph, to read as
follows :

Panr. 1541 a. Cement, Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic.

That would place it upon the free list. Then the same provi-
sion that we had in reference to brick:

Provided, That if any country, dependency, Province, or other subdi-
vision of government imposes a duty on such cement imported from
the United States, an equal duty shall be imposed upon such cement
coming into the United States from such country, dependency, Province,
or other subdivision of government,

It would then be necessary, if that is carried, on page 33, line
14, after the word * ton,” to insert a semicolon and the follow-
ing:

Other cement not specially provided for, 20 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I desire to ask a ques-
tion of the Senator from North Dakota. I have not the Cana-
dian tariff before me; and I want to ask, under this change,
with the proviso in, what rate of duty cement would bear coming
from Canada?

Mr. McCUMBER. I will turn te it in a moment.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 ask for information, because I have
not the information.

Mr, McCUMBER. I will look it up.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to have the information
before we vote.

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator will indulge me a moment,
I have the book here and will have the matter looked up.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Da-
kota proposes an amendment, which will be stated.

The REapine CLERk. It is first proposed, on page 32, to strike
out paragraph 203, relative to Roman, Portland, and other
hydraulic cement, as amended ; then to insert, on page 217, after
line 24, a new paragraph, to read as follows:

- Pagr, 1541a. Cement, Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic: Provided,
That If any country, dependency, province, or other subdivision of
governmeut imposes a duty on such cement imported from the United

tates, an e%ua[ duty shall be fmposed upon such cement coming into
the United States from such country, dependency, province, or other
subdlvision of government.

Mr. McCUMBER. I will say to the Senator that the Cana-
dian tariff reads as follows:

Cement, Portland, and hydrauolic or waler lime, in barrels, bags, or
casks, the weight of the package to be Incloded in the weight for duty,

_per hundred pounds, 11 cents.

Mr. UNDERWOOD, In other words, so far as Canada is con-
cerned, if this amendment is adopted it will raise the tax on
cement from 5 cents per 100 pounds, as provided in the bill, to
11 eents per 100 pounds?

Mr. SMOOT. Unless she changes her rate.

Mr. McOUMBER. That is correct; just the same as in the
case of brick, if Canada retains her duty.

+ Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator from North Dakofta has
already admitted that the policy of the Republican Party is to
have no reciprocity, and therefore, of course, we can not expect
to change Canada, and the Senator’s amendment protects Ameri-
can cement 11 cents per 100 pounds instead of 5 cents.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr, President, I move to strike out the
proviso in the amendment offered by the Senator from North
Dakota.

It is perfectly apparent that from a practical standpoint the
tax on cement under the pending amendment, in so far as it
relates to importations from Canada, will be more than double
the rate if the provision in the bill is adopted ; and unless the
proviso be stricken out the effect of adopting the amendment
of the Senator from North Dakota will be to increase the tax
on cement imported into the United States from Canada by
more than 2 to 1 over the amendment proposed originally by the
committee in paragraph 203.

For these reasons I move to strike out the proviso.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I was somewhat pleased when
I heard early this morning that the majority members of the
Finance Committee, in their accustomed morning sessions at
which they are now revising the tariff bill, rewriting the sched-
ules, and cutting down the rates, from day to day under the
compulsion of the fire that has been leveled at the high rates,
had decided to put cement upon the free list. We had only to
a limited extent discussed the item of Portland cement. There
wasg no committee amendment to the House rate, and therefore
it was not before the Senate; but an amendment to the same
paragraph by the committee relating to other cements than
Portland cement and Roman cement—the duty of 5 cents a

hundred upon Portland and Roman and other hydraulic ce-
menis—was discussed, and the facts with reference to that
provision were laid before the Senate, and the utter lack of
Jjustification for any such duty upon this material was strongly
argued.

It was then made clear that cement is one of the chief fac-
tors in practically all the heavier construetion that is going on
in the United States to-day, including road building, which is
more active to-day in every State in the Union than it ever has
been before; and I suppose that as the result of this discussion,
and the exposure of the injustice of imposing such a rate of
duty, the committee decided to surrender in this case, as it has,
I am glad to say, surrendered in many other cases heretofore,
and as I hope it will continue to do in rewriting this outrageous
bill from day to day. Probably they consider it too late for them
to recall the bill and rewrite it altogether, because we have
gone nearly through three of the larger schedules,

It is enongh, Mr. President, to assure the country that even
the majority members of the committee itself, in the light of
the discussions, have now been driven to the conclusion that
the bill's rates are unjust and unfair to the people of the
country, and that they onght to be revised. 1 suppose that that
admission as to the rates they have already revised can be
taken as an admission that the rates generally carried in this
bill are too high, and are oppressive’ and burdensome to the
people, and that they ought to come down.

I was delighted when T heard that they were going to put
this article of common use upon the free list, just as they had
claimed they had done with reference to brick; but in the case
of cement and in the case of brick it turns out that they seek
to accomplish the same purpose by the use of what is known as
a countervailing duty. Probably the committee felt that the
brick and cement were articles of such common use, so well
known and understood by the people of the United States, that
it wounld be a little risky, after the exposures which have taken
place with reference fo those items, to have them specifically
carry these high rates, and that they could camouflage their
action and accomplish practically the same purpose by the
application of a countervailing duty.

The present proposition of the committee is that we are te
have absolutely free trade in cement unless that eement happens
to come from Canada, unless it is produced across this artificial
boundary which separiates the United States from Canada. If
it comes in from any otlier country by the Atlantic Ocean or
the Pacific Ocean, or from south of us, then it is to be free, If
it comes to our Pacific ports from Japan or from China, although T
do not know whether they make it there, or from any of the Pacific
Ocean countries where they do make it, it is to be free. If it
comes in from Europe and enters any of the American ports on
the Atlantic coast, then it is to be free. DBut if it comes from
our neighbor, Canada, it is to bear a duty equal to that levied by
Canada, not the 5 per cent duty which the committee proposed
as a just and fair rate when they brought this bill in, and from
which they have now receded as to other countries, for the
reason, I assume, that they have come to the conclusion that
it i= an unjust rate fo impose as against other countries, Not-
withstanding they have admitted that as fo other countries
this duty is unwarranted, as to Canada they propose now to
more than double that rate by the imposition of & countervail-
ing duty.

What have we against Canada? Why should we single her
out for discrimination? We recently passed here an emergency
tariff bill by which we practically embargoed most of the things
which Canada sold to us, and that in face of the fact that
Canada was, next to Europe, our best customer in all the world.
As a result of that onslaught against the purchase by us of
Canadian goods, the things they sold us in exchange for the
things they bought from us—and they were only selling us
about half as much as they bought from us—as the result of
that onslaught upon our neighbor country, which has always
been our friend, which is inhabited largely by people of the
same nationality, speaking the same language, who live right
at our door, in one short year we have lost over $600,000,000
of our Canadian business, and our trade with Canada to-day is
only about one-half of what it was before the enactment of the
so-called emergency tariff act.

Now, after having dealt her this body blow, it is proposed to
establish free trade with all nations in cement except with
Canada, and to impose in the cage of Canada a rate twice as
high as the committee attempted to impose against the world,
but from which they have receded, thereby admitting and con-
fessing that it was an unjust and an unwarranted duty.

I remind the country that in the Senate debates on the so-
called emergency tariff bill I predicted just what has since
happened with respect to the disastrous effects that bill, if en-
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acted, would have upon our commerce with Canada. I said we
must expect retaliation in that event. Now, having already lost
as a consequence of the emergency tariff approximately one-half
our Canadian trade, the Republican majority members propose
to cut the vitals out of what remains of it by striking this
wanton and foolish blow at our friend and neighbor, while ad-
mitting free of duty the cement of all other countries.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr, President, I do not propose to delay
the action of the Senate on this amendment for a moment.

I remember that several years ago I voted for Canadian reci-
procity. Subsequent events show that I made a mistake. Some
of the Senators who are now condemning the committee be-
cause it imposes a reciprocal duty on one or two items, differed
from the rest of ms who favored reciprocity with Canada at
that time. They strongly condemned this policy, but now they
wish to surrender our market forever to those who place tariff
duties on our products.

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SiMmmoxs] seems to
suffer a great deal because of what he says is the injustice that
is to be done to Canada in that we propose to have free trade
in cement with all the rest of the world except Canada, and in
that case we propose to almost double the duty that was origi-
nally proposed.

He does not tell the country that under this tariff Canada
gets exactly the same benefit granted to every other country.
Canada can have free trade with the United States in cement if
she will remove her duty, This reciprocal provision does not
apply to Canada alone, but applies exuctly alike to all countries.

I am informed on good authority that in the country for
which the Senator seems so solicitous, just across the river from
Detroit, there is being erected now by the United States Steel
Trust, as it has been called so frequently, a mammoth cement
plant. Under the present law in Canada that corporation will
have an advantage of the market in Canada over the United
States to the extent at least of 11 cents per hundred pounds
protection. It is planting its factory over there because it is
for its advantage to do it. It would not do it otherwise. It
gets an advantage over its United States competitors.

It is an easy matter for Canada to remove her duty of 11
cents against the United States and get free trade on cement.
It is up to her. We are not discriminating against her. We are
saying, “ We will treat all nations fairly and exactly alike.
All nations that furnish reciprocal privileges to us get their
cement free of duty, and those nations which impose a tariff
on our product will have the same tariff imposed on their
product.”

That is the story, and that is all there is to it. This state-
ment that we are discriminating against Canada is not, in my
judgment, in accord with the real facts in the case. This tariff
will, if the Senate amendment is adopted, impose no duty upon
foreign cement except upon cement coming from a country
which imposes a duty upon cement from the United States, and
in that case the duty will be self-imposed by such country.

Mr, CUMMINS. Mr. President, I regret that I feel compelled
to differ from the conclusions of the Senator from Michigan
[Mr. Towxsexp] with regard to this proposition. He was in
favor of the proposed reciprocity treaty with Canada a few
years ago. I was against it, and I am just as much opposed to
it now, or would be if it were before the people of the country,
a8 it was then.

This is not a reciprocal arrangement. Properly speaking,
there can be no such thing as reciproeity in competitive prod-
ucts. We may be able to make a bargain with another country
respecting the admission of her products into our markets and
the admission of our products into her markets of a different
character, but there ean be, at least from my standpoint, no
such thing as reciprocity in a retaliatory duty. This is retalia-
tion, not reciprocation.

If I believed that the cost of production of cement produced
in the United States was, generally speaking, greater than the
cost of the production of cement in Canada, I would favor a
duty not only upon the importations from Canada but upon the
importations from every country in the world. But I do not
believe that there is any substantial difference between the cost
of producing cement in Canada and the cost of producing it in
the United States.

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator yield at that point?

Mr. CUMMINS, I yield to the Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. ROBINSON, Directly in point with the statement the
Senator has just made, I call attention to the information in
the tariff surveys, furnished by the Tariff Commigssion, at page
261. The statement is:

Most Canadian plants operate at a disadvantage, gince fuel must, in
most cases, be imported from mines in the United States,

The indications are that if there is any difference in the cost
of production, the difference is in favor of the plants in the
United States.

Mr. CUMMINS. I believe the information contained in the
extract just read by the Senator from Arkansas is true, and it
is fortified by the fact that Canada, a country which believes
in protection, just as we do, has thought it necessary to levy
a duty of 11 cents a hundred pounds upon this commodity in
order to prevent the United States from taking her market,
and it seems most astonishing that it is necessary for Canada
to provide a duty to prevent importations from the United
States and that at the same time it is necessary for the United
States to levy a duty in order to prevent importations from
Canada. The two things are not consistent with each other.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield to the
Senator from North Dakota?

Mr. CUMMINS. T yield.

Mr. McCUMBER. I wanted to ask the Senator if the real
question is not a question of freight rather than of cost of
production? -

Mr. CUMMINS. I have heard that mentioned several times,
but the moment the article from Canada reaches the United
States it must pay American freight rates. Canadian cement
can not move upon railroads within the United States at any
lower rate than that paid on the American product. Even if
our freight rates, as compared with Canada'’s, may be a little
higher, although I think that has been somewhat exaggerated,
it can not be said that our freight rates warrant a duty upon
this generally produced and widely used produect.

Now, I would like to see a tariff law that all Republicans can
defend, at least those who believe in protection. I, believe in
it as profoundly as does the Senator from North Dakota, but, in
my judgment, some of the duties that are being imposed in the
bill will do more to disparage the doctrine of protection among
the American people than other duties in the bill, properly im-
_bosed, will do to sustain that doctrive,

1 differ from my Republican friends on some of these points,

and I do it with great regret. I expect to uphold the com-
mittee upon the greater number of the articles concerning
which I know nothing, but there have been some mistakes, from
my standpoint, made in the composition of the tariff bill that
ought to be corrected, and this is one of them. I do not believe
in a duty of 5 cents a hundred upon cement, nor do I believe
in attaching a duty upon the importations from Canada because
Canada has found it necessary to levy duties in order to pre-
vent importations from the United States. I think we ought
to be governed by the ancient and honorable rule that we have
announced so often, that we intend to protect our manufacturers
to the extent of the difference in the cost of production at home
and abroad.
. Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I want the attention of the
Senator from Iowa for just a moment. Let us admit, now, as
a rule that we need.no protection whatever. That is why we
are proposing the free list. If the Senator will look over the
exports, imports, and production, he will find that for every
pound we import we export 6 pounds. The importations, I
think, would not amount to 1 per cent of the production.

I am making that general statement, or admission, if you
desire to call it such, in order to clear the ground that we are
really giving a free importation, with the exception of possibly
less than 1 per eent of our production, and that 1 per cent
coming from Canada is not going to increase or have any par-
ticular effect upon the general market price of cement. It is
too small to have that effect. What is it for, then? It is
simply to protect or, if T may put it in another form, to give
the American who lives upon the Canadian border the same
opportunity to sell his product into Canada that the Canadian
has to sell his product in the United States.

Here is an imaginary line with a little American factory on
one side and a little Canadian factory upon the other side.
Neither of them produces in any appreciable amount as com-
pared with the entire production. The Canadian goes into the
market of the American with free hands and has no duty to
pay. The American who goes on the other side of the line has
to pay about 40 cents for every barrel of cement that he takes
across the Canadian border. While the Senator from Alabama
{Mr. UnpeErwoon] says that when he put this like arrangement
into his tariff law it failed, T am not so certain that it will fail
in reference to cement. It may be that if we put this rate upon
the Canadian cement factory, they will be willing that the
American on the opposite side of the boundary line shall have

the same privileges they have, but if we do fail we have not
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done any harm particularly to the general public who buy
cement.

Mp. CUMMINS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator
at that point?

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 yield. >

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator froin North Dakota says it will
do no harm. From the abstract standpoint I think it will do
great harni, if it did not influence the movement of a single ton
or pound of cement, because it furnishes one of those illustra-
tions so often used and so effectively used by our friends upon
the other side of the Chamber to disparage the doctrine of
protection,

But I think it will do harm in another way. I think the
great object of a profective tariff law is to employ and keep in
employment the maximum number of people living in the United
States. The Senator has said that we export to Canada 6
pounds of cement:

Mr. McCUMBER. No; the Senator is mistaken. T say that
we export 6 pounds of cement to 1 pound that we import, but
not as to Canada.

Mr. CUMMINS. How much of that comes from Canada?

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 think very little, if any. I would have
to look up the record, but I think only a very small amount.

Mr, OUMMINS. I understood the Senator to say we exported
to Canada 6 pounds of cement to 1 imported from Canada, but
I may have misunderstood him.

Mr, McCUMBER. No; it is exported to Cuba and South
American countries. I do not know whether there has been a
pound exported to Canada.

Mr. CUMMINS. However that may be, when we enter into
a war of tariff with Canada, and Canada pursues the same
plan that some of our people want to have pursued by this coun-
try, I assume she would raise her duty to 50 cents and exclude
all American cement upon the theory that it is better for that
dominion that her cement be manufactured within her own bor-
ders. That, it would seem to me, might result in a very serious
diminution of labor performed in the United States,

But I do not myself believe in retaliatory tariffs. I believe.
in legislating for the welfare of the people of the United States,
It is better for us to admit cement from Canada, manufactured
under conditions certainly nof more advantageous than ours,
Then, let us take that Canadian cement which comes in under
those conditions. It might at times serve as a slight restriction
in certain parts of the United States on the enormous prices
that have been charged in recent times and that may be charged
in the future.

I did not intend to take up the time of the Senatfor or of the
Senate, but T wanted the Senate to know why I can not vote
for a retaliatory duty upon cement.

Mr, MCCUMBER. Mr. President, if, of course, we say that
it is a retaliatory duty, the Senator's position would be correct
from that standpoint. But during the first 10 years since 1900,
according to the Tariff Commission’s report, practically all of.
our imported cement came from Belgium, France, and Great
Britain, and once in a while some would come over from
Canada. Of course, the war came on and that cut off practi-
eally all the trade in cement from sacross the ocean. After the
armistice they began to renew gradually and are continuing
gradually the imports and the foreign product is now beginning
0 come in. I think, inasmuch as we imported large quantities
in the earlier part of this century, that as soon as we reach
sormal conditions, or at least as soon as those countries get
apon their feet again, they can import and will import to this
fountry a sufficient amount to affect the price here and to pre-
yent any combination, unless the combination is made with the
foreigner as well, to impose an extortionate price against the
American people,

But the Canadian exports only along the Canadian line for
a short distance into the United States and the Tariff Commis-
gion so states:

The bulk of the increase is Canadian cement from plants located
mear the border,

If they are any distance from the border the freight rates are
such that they do not get into the interior. Now, within that
zone in which both the American and the Canadian trade, the
American is cut off from the Canadian side while the Canadian
has the free use of the American side. While we may not like
the policy, at the least the Canadian can not complain if we
say to him, “ We will give you free imports for your one-tenth
of 1 per cent, or whatever it may be, provided you will give us
free importation in your territory.”

Mr. ROBINSON, Mr. President, cement of the class embraced
in this paragraph—namely, Roman, Portland, and hydraulic
cement—is now on the free list. Notwithstanding that fact,
the industry is so completely organized throughout the United

States that the prices which are being charged for the product
are excessive beyond reason or justification.

. The uses to which cement is put are in a measure public uses.
It is used in a large number of industries of a public or guasi-
public character, It is the most important building material
and is constantly increasing in its importance, taking the place
in many localities of brick and other building material. The
United States, according to the Tariff Commission report, was
the pioneer in concrete building and industrial construction,
and the production and consumption per capita of concrete ex-
ceeds that of any other nation.

As stated by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr, McCum-
BER], domestic production exceeds consumption. It is impos-
sible, in my judgment, to determine what effect a tariff on this
commodity will have on prices. Certainly the imposition of this
duty is not intended to reduce prices. The only justification
offered for it is to enable American producers of cement to
maintain the trust-controlled prices along the Canadian border,
The Senator from North Dakota gave a pathetic illustration of
a little cement factory on the American side and a factory on
the Canadian side, and appealed for protection in behalf of
the American factory. He neglected to say, however, that both
factories—certainly it is true of the American factory—now
charge twice as much as the commodity ought to sell for.

On another occasion in discussing this subject I put into the
REcorp a statement of the manner in which this industry is
controlled, and also some information concerning the rapid
rise in prices of cement during the last five years. My recol-
lection is that cement is now selling for close to five times as
much as it was selling for approximately five years ago. In
view of that fact, I agree with the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
Cummins] absolutely that the friends of protection, who, I ad-
mit, under the political situation that now prevails in the Con-
gress, are entitled to write this bill, are discrediting the theory
of protection by imposing high rates on commodities that are
admittedly trust controlled and for which exorbitant prices are
now being charged.

When the committee reported this bill it evidently felt that
a rate of 5 cents per 100 pounds was adequate for protection
purposes, but now, under the guise of putting cement on the
free list, they have actually more than doubled the tariff on
this important construction material. The original committee
amendment contemplated the imposition of 5 cents per 100,
while the pending amendment contemplates the imposition of
11 cents per 100, unless Canada sees fit to change her law, on
all importations from Canada, and, as stated by the Senator
from North Dakota, the principal importations come from Tan-
ada. So long as that is true, if we write the pending amend-
ment into this proposed law, instead of putting cement on the
free list, we shall be more than doubling the high rate originally
proposed by the committee. It does not take a logician or a
philosopher to see that.

It is absurd to say that cement shall be put upon the free
list, but that importations of it from countries that impose
duties on cement made in this country shall bear a rate of
11 cents per 100, when all the while we know that the prin-
cipal effect of the provision will be to require every consuiner
of cement who is within access of the Canadian factories to pay
a tribute of 11 cents per 100 pounds to the monopoly which
dominates the industry in every State of the Union, including
Michigan,

One can not buy one pound of cement from any factory in the
State of Michigan for one cent less than he can buy it from any
other factory in Michigan. One can not buy any guantity of
cement from any factory that sells cement in the city of New
York for less than he can buy it from any other producer of

cement.

Mr. CARAWAY. And the Senator will also remember that if
one is not within the territory contiguous to that particular
factory he can not buy it at all.

Mr. ROBINSON. Yes., If he is not located in the territory
allotted to the factory, he can not buy it at all. The country
is divided into zones; the price is fixed ; the quantity that may
be sold to a consumer is limited ; and it must be used upon par-
ticular works. If not used upon the job for which it was
purchased, the consumer who uses it upon some other job can
not thereafter purchase cement from anyone.

With this condition prevailing in the industry, with the public
already being charged from two to three times what the com-
modity ought to sell for, with a condition which everybody
realizes prevails in all our great cities respecting the building
of houses, with gigantic enterprises involving road construc-
tion and other similar enterprises in progress throughout the
United States, the Congress certainly should not take any steps
calculated to fasten upon the country conditions that have
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become intolerable in regard to this great industry. If the pro-
posed rate will not tend to increase the price or maintain the
price, then there is no justification for it on the theory that it
is a protective tariff.

I have been hoping that the result of the proceedings insti-
tuted by the Department of Justice would be the dissolution
of the Cement Trust, so that this country may go forward with
its great construction enterprises; but this step, under the dis-
guise of a free-trade amendment is, in fact, more than doubling
the original high protective amendment which was proposed by
the committee.

It is for this reason that T have moved to strike out the pro-
viso and to leave this important material on the free list. When
American factories reduce their prices so that they may receive
ample but not extortionate and unreasonable profits I shall be
willing to see written into a Republican tariff bill provisions for
their protection.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, it would greatly please all
American consumers of cement if the Republican Senate would
place this impertant material on the free list. As has just been
pointed out by the able Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBiNsox],
cement is a very important building material. While he was
speaking I thought of the many ways in which we use cement.
Watering troughs for fowls and animals are made of cement;
wall ways in yards are made of cement; foundations for build-
ings—dwelling houses, schoolhouses, and churches—are made
of cement; it is used in building sidewalks in towns and cities;
it is used for paving streets; it i used for the construction
of bridges and for the building of public roads. Not only
that, Mr. President, but dwelling houses and even steamboats
are actually being constructed of cement. ?

Mr. POMERENE. And business blocks.

Mr, HEFLIN. Yes; and business houses are being con-
structed of cement; the homes of the people are being built
of cement. In fact, not a thing that can be thought of is in
more general use except air and water and salt, and the
Ttepublican majority have imposed a tariff tax on salt. Ce-
ment is a very important commodity in daily use every-
where,

Now, Senators on the other side come here and propose a
tax upon this very essential material. They talk about the
incrensed prices affecting only people who live along the Cana-
dian border, but the Senator from Arkansas is absolutely right
in what he has said regarding that, for when the price of
cement is increased on the Canadian border by an import duty
levied against the small amount of cement which would come
over into the United States every producer .n the United States
is given an opportunity to say “ Congress has placed a tariff
upon cement, and that is why cement is costing you more than
before.”” He may add for your benefit, “I do not think Con-
gress ought to have put that tax on; but it is on, and, of course,
you must pay it.” The cement manufacturers will hide be-
hind that excuse to filch money from the pockets of the cement
consumers of America.
by it—and the only people who are going to profit by it are
the manufacturers whe are interested in the 4,000 items upon
which it imposes excessive duties—the cement manufacturers
along the Canadian border can come here and tell the ma-
jority members of the committee that they are having a hard
struggle with their competitors across the Canadian border;
being framed purely for the manufacturers, who are to profit
but what heed is paid to the man who comes and tells you,
“J have got to build a bridge across a branch or ereek run-
ning through my farm,” or “I want fo build a dwelling house,
a stable for my horses and for my cow, and a house for my
hogs out of cement.” He has not been considered or consulted.
He can say, “ You are taking money out of my pocket and
giving it to the cement producers in the United States. They
ask you to do it, but you did not consider me or consider my
interest.”

Yet the Senator from Idaho [Mr. GoovrNa] repeatedly gets
up here and says, “This tariff bill was not framed behind
closed doors,” Every Democratic member of the committee
will substantiate the statement which has been made here
time and time again that no Democrat was permitted to sit
in the committee when the Republican Senators were framing
this bill. If that is not true, let some Republican member of
the committee deny it. They framed the bill by themselves,
and no Democrat was there. The Democrats were shut out.
Oh, Mr. President, nobody had access to that “chamber of
horrors " except the profiteers and the tariff barons. When
they tapped on the door and said, “ Open sesame,” it flew
open, and they walked in, and when they laid their silk hats
and kid gloves and gold-headed canes down on the table the

Republican members of the committee bowed and smiled like a
bunch of green-neck Muscovy ducks over a mud puddle full
of fat tadpoles. [Laughter.]

There was never anything like it, and yet when we get up
here and tell those who framed this monstrosity that we ought
to have a right to combat the committee proposals in behalf of the
American consumer they grow impatient and become indignant
because we are exposing to the public item after item on which
they add more and more to the tax burden of every consumer in
Ameriea.

I want to see every legitimate manufacturing concern in
America prosper; but, Mr. President, when I hear Republicans
over there speaking about what is going to become of this pet
manufacturer and that I think about the poor fellow in other
walks of life out yonder who is now eking out a miserable
existence. You are not considering him, The Senator from
North Dakota [Mr. McCumser] was talking a while ago about
that poor little cement producer on the Canadian border and
how hard it was for himn to struggle along in competition with
his neighbor just over the line. I want to ask him what you
said to the farmer who was fleeced, robbed outright, by your
deadly deflation policy carried out by the Federal Reserve
Board? Your leaders said, * He has got to take his medicine.,”
I said, “ He can not live under this thing unless you furnish
him money and credits to carry on his business.” Your side
said, “ He must take his medicine.”

What did you mean by that? You meant that if he counld
not live producing agricultural products he could quit. That
is what you meant by it. You did not extend any helping hand
to him. You did not pick him up and cry out that he was
being ruined, when Wall Street was hoarding the gold supply
of the country, and had a Federal Reserve Board that did its
bidding day by day, to the robbery and ruin of the farmers of
the country. What were you doing then for the millions of
farmers in the South and West? I never heard you ecrying out
then that the Government must come to their rescue; but now
this little cement producer on the Canadian border is being held
up by you as an example and a pitiful object, and you are going
to his rescue and making that an excuse to tax every consumer
of cement in America. That is what you are doing.

What happened to the farmers of the South by the thousands
under your deflation policy? They quit the farm, driven from
it, sold all their products and lost the farm ; and with farm gone
and debts still hanging over their heads, they have gone to
towns and industrial centers to work for wages. That is what
happened under your deflation system. Now you want to tax
those men and tax everybody else who has to use cement for the
benefit of the Cement Trust of the United States. That, I Fepeaf,
is what you are doing,

More cement is made in the State of Michigan, I believe,;
than is produced in all the world outside—4,000,000 barrels
last year, I understand, against the importation of 5,000 bar-
rels, or something lke that—and then you say we need a tariff
tax against the imports of cement into the United Stafes!
Senators, it is ntterly ridiculous, inexcusable, and indefensible.
That is the situation that we have.

Where is this thing going to stop? My good friend, the
junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway], suggests, and [
think he is right, that it will stop at the next election. Oh, it
will be a glorious thing when we can get the men and the
women in Ameriea who wield the power of the ballot to stand
up and face those who stood here day after day and night after
night under whip and spur taxing, taxing the American masses
at every turn in the road. That is precisely what you are doing.
Four thousand captains of industry, 4,000 tariff barons, have
demanded this pound of flesh from nearvest the heart of the
American consumer, and under the skillful leadership of the
surgeon from North Dakota you are proceeding to cut it out.
You are doing this for 4,000 tariff barons in the 4,000 items in
your bill. For what purpose? To increase the profits and the
fortunes of these men.

What of these millions of farmers who will not get out of debt
for five years to come? ‘What of them? Nothing, You Repub-
licans say, * Let them take their medicine.” That is what you
said; and now we are told that your President is thinking of
reappointing the present governor of the Federal Reserve Board.
Well, what have I said all the time? Have I not told you all
the time that Wall Street and the money changers of the East
kept him in? Have I not told you all the time that they would
not permit him to be turned out? What is this going to do but
prove what I said?

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President:

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama
vield to the Senator from Georgia?
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Mr. HEFLIN. I am glad te yield to my friend fromr Georgia,

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. I will inform the Senator from
Alabama that at this time, in one county in the State in which
I in part represent—a ecounty which was one of the most thriv-
ing farming counties in Geergia—three pages of the county
paper are taken up with advertisements of land to be seld for
taxes.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mpr. President, that is true of nearly every
ecounty in the Seuth; and' it is true of many, many ceunties: in
the West, if not all of them. The State of Texas by a reselu-
tion of the legislature extended the time for the payment of
taxes, and I understand that the- State of Mississippi did’ the
same thing. These two Commonwealths took these steps in
order to save from ruin their farmers. What were you saying;
then, should be done for them? *“ Take their medicine.,” What
about these 4,000 captains of indusiry and tariff barons? Why,
they say, “ We want this increase.” You say, “All right; you
shall have it. What is your reasom for it?” *“Why, I want
to increase iy profits. I want te increase my fortune through
party machinery in Congress by the use of the taxing power.”
That is what he would say if he told the truth,

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama
yield to the Senator from Idahe?

Mr, HEFLIN. [ yield to the Senator from Idaho.

Mr. GOODING. I want to ask the Senator if he will give us
the date-when this deflation started in. this country?

Mr. HEFLIN., Mr, President, it started when a Republican
Congress in control of both Heuses passed & progressive interest
rate, permitting 40 and 50 per cent and higher rates, and put in
the hands of that board a knife with which to cut the throat
of the farmer, the merchant, and the banker amd everybody
else in the agrieultural sections of the country. That is when
it started. There was not a ripple on the surface when Wilson
was in health and the Democrats were in control of both
branches of Congress.

It was when the Republican Party took conftrol, and you put
this progressive interest-rate measure through both Houses. It
was when the Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCormick] passed
through this: body a deflation resolution, calling on this board
to know what it was doing to deflate, and so forth, and when
the governor of that board, W. P. G. Harding, who truckled to
your party to hold his job and get reappointed, and to do some
other things—that is when it started. You have kept him in
power; the President could have asked for his resignation in
the spring of 1921, just like he did that of' the district attorney
in thg State of Texas, but he never asked for it—it was when
that governor of the board commenced playing to your party to
retain his position, and wrote back to the Senator from Illinois
[Mr. McCormick] that he would not hesgitate to use every power
under the law to bring about that deadly thing, That is when
it started. It started after President Wilson was stricken down
and the Demoerats lost control of the House of Representatives
and the Senate. It started when you were using this deflation
policy for political purposes in the Sounth and the West, and
well did the farmers of the South and West pay forit. My God,
how they suffered!

Mr, GOODING.

Mr. President——

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield to the Senator from Idaho.

Mr. GOODING. I will ask the Senator from Alabama if the
Federal Reserve Board, all the time that this deflation was
going on, did not have the support and indorsement of the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, a8 Democrat?

Mr. HEFLIN. He was not a Democrat.
as o Demoerat.

Mr. GOODING. I am talking about the Secretary of the
Treasury under President Wilson.

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator is talking about Houston and
I am talking about his not being a Democrat at heart. Houston
was Secretary at the time of which the Senator is speaking. I
repudiated him long since. He betrayed the Democratic Party
just as W. P. G. Harding betrayed it, and both of themn, in
betraying the Democratic Pariy, betrayed the people of the
United States.

Why, this man W. P. G. Harding is so eager for the con-
tinuance of his connectiom with certain interests that he went
up here the other day in Pennsylvania, when he was hardly
acquainted with Secretary Mellon, and just fell all over him-
self saying that Mr. Mellon was “ the greatest Secretary of the
Treasury the country had ever had.” Now, think of that, O ye
of little faith [laughter]—the greatest the country had ever
had. Why, Mr. Mellon. had not been in that service long enough
to cut his eyeteeth, and here is this man, with the month of
August looking him in the face, when his term will expire and

He was appointed

when he is going out, just taking on up there in Pennsylvania
over  Mr. Mellon, whom he pronounced * the greatest Secretary
of the Treasury the country has ever produced:”™ [

When Mr. McAdoo was in there he was the greatest, accord-
ing to Harding’s idea, and then when Houston came in he was
the: greatest, aceording to his idea. They are out and gone:
Mellon is' now in a position of power, where he canm say a
good' word to the President, and he suddenly becomes * the
greatest Secretary of the Treasury that the country has ever
had.™ Oh, this man is a great palaverer, this financial high
priest of Wall Street.

The people are already burdened, yes, and overburdened, with
taxes, Mr: Pljesident,_ and I rose simply to say a word in behalf
of the American consumers, and to protest against this tariff
tax now being levied by the Republican Party. It is a fortunate
thing indeed that we do have elections every two years in the
United States. It is fortunate that the man and woman out
yonder, who will have their money taken from them without
being given an opportunity to protest, without being heard at
all by your committee, who were held up and robbed, shall
confront on the hustings these men who have robbed them for
the benefit of somebody else. I know that against that you will
have heavy campaign fonds, as you always do.. You will have
large contributions made to you by these men in whose name
and in whose behalf you levy these taxes against the American
people, You will have the influence of some of the press, sub-
sidized agents of your party. Some of the press you can not
control; some of it you can. You will have the wherewith
given to you by these 4,000 captains of industry in whose in-
terest you invoke the taxing power to try to hoodwink the
people, fool them again, and make them think that youn have
done something for their benefit. You want them to smile as
you go through their pockets; but wlien they meet you on the
hustings this time with their ballots in their hands they will
have an opportunity to answer you Senators, and I believe that
their answer will be absolute repudiation.

Some of your newspapers are admitting now that we are going
to beat you and carry the House, and they are saying that the
Congress has not been good; that you would not mind the
President; that he told you what to do and you would not do it.
Now they are trying to shift the burden, and they say they are
going to punish you, when you all look alike, You are all in
the same boat. The people, Democrats and Republicans, are
going to attend to all of you. in 1924, because this is but brief
authority that you have—only a temporary abiding place for you.
You have been weighed in the balance and been found wanting.
Well, you know what happened at old Belshazzar's feast. You
are just reveling here now with your tariff barons and New-
berries and all sorts of juicy financial berries. We are going ta
stew them all up for you and give you such a concoction in the
fall of 1922 and 1924 that will restore to the people the blessed
instrumentalities of constitutional government, The tariff
barons will weep Dbitter tears, but the American people will
rejoice that the day of their deliverance has come,,

Mr. President, T fear that some Senators here have forgotten
that this is the people’s government and sliould be conducted in
the interest of the whole people. We see the taxing power
employed here day after day to take money out of the pockets
of one class, of people and put it in the pockets of another class.

Tlie average citizen is willing to be taxed to meet the legiti-
mate needs of the Government, but he is not willing to have
this taxing power turned over to private individuals and
corporations who use it to, enrich themselves. You have no
right to do that. The people are juskified In erying out against
this unjust usurpation of power, The title of this measure
should be, “A bill to tax the American people for the financial
benefit of 4,000 tariff barons in tlie United States” These men
or their agents have been here and told you just what they
wanted, and they were all very liberal in their demands upon
the taxpayers' money, and you were very generous in granting
their requests. But the fellow who is. to be taxed, the man
whose living expenges are to be greatly increased, yon did not
have him here. He has not been heard, except as we protest
now in his name against the great injustice that you lhave
done him. We did not kmow what you. had done until ithe
case was closed and you had framed your bill wlien only the
Republican members, of the committee were present. No
Democrat was permitted: to be present. But the bill thus
framed taxes Democrats, Republicans, and everybody else
for the henefit of thiose wha told. you what to write in the
hill. Those who will repudiate your conduct. will he found
in the ranks of both parties. The improper use of the taxing
power should he condemned by Democrats and Repunblicans
alike, This bill is the worst example of ' the misuse and abuse
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of the taxing power that has been presented to Congress in
my day.

!m-. }LENROOT. How about graphite?

Mr. HEFLIN. You can not say anything about graphite.
The graphite indostry here is closed down and the laborers
have gone. The foreign graphite producer came in and took
control of the Americarr market. You who profess friendship
for the American laboring man saw him come out of the Ameri-
can mines, having lost his employment, and you would not come
to his rescue. Why? Because the big crucible makers of the
United States told you not to do it, and you closed the graphite
mines of America, you drove the American laboring man out
of those mines, and trafficked to the foreigner the graphite
market of vour own country. Then you stand up and talk
about doing something for the laboring man.

You are not going to do anything against the big interests.
Certain big interests have written this bill. They furnish the
campaign funds, If they elect a Republican Congress, why
should they not write the bill. That is the way they feel about
it. These things will happen every now and then, but the people
get aroused, and when they do get aroused I have observed
that they can do a heap of work around the polling places of the
country. You used to talk about beating us in 1920 by 7,000,000,
but you have stopped that. Since Pinchot won up in Pennsyl-
vania and the cyclone struck Indiana you have sort of waked
up. You realize what is going on in the country.

The people are becoming aroused. They ought to become
aroused. They will become more and more aroused as the days
come and go, and we show them how you are arranging to take
money out of their pockets. The only thing you are doing is
to enable somebody else to take money out of their pockets.

Mr., DIAL. Mr. President, what wages did the Senator say
are paid to the foreign labor in the graphite mines abroad?

Mr. HEFLIN. Three cents a day for slave labor. They
drove out free American citizens from the graphite mines in
America and closed the mines for the benefit of graphite mined
by slave labor of the Old World at 3 cents a day. Then they
stand up and talk about being friends of the American laboring
man.

1 heard my friend from Idaho [Mr. GoopiNg] say he ex-
pected us on this side to shed tears for the laboring man. [
have reminded the Senator from Idaho and others of 7,000,000
laboring men who have already been out of employment under
vour party’s control for months and months, It has come to
be a common thing for labor to be out of employment under
Republican rule. That has become the order of the day until
the man higher up gets ready to start the wheels to running.
His robbing process will be employed again in due season. The
shepherd usually waits for the wool to grow out on his sheep
before he shears them again.

Mr, MOSES. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama
¥ield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. HEFLIN. I gladly yield to the Senator from New Hamp-
shire,

Mr. MOSES. I wish the Senator would enlighten the Senate
and the country as to Who enacted the tariff law under which
all this misery occurred to the graphite industry.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, during the war the Govern-
ment used some of the product and that industry flourished.
This industry was not in existence when the Underwood-Sim-
mons law was passed, It did not amount to anything in the
United States at that time:

I want to say to the Senator from New Hampshire that half
of the graphite supply of the United States is in my State. It
iz an infant industry, and the Republican Party would not come
to the rescue of an infant. They let this old, hoary-headed
mouster from the Old World, employing slave labor, come over
liere and choke an infant to death in the United States.

Mr. MOSES. May I ask the Senator if he voted for a good
duty on the product of his own State, namely, graphite?

Mr. HEFLIN. I voted for a wholesome revenue duty. I am
not a free trader,

Mr. MOSES. No: not on the products of Alabama.

Mr.. HEFLIN. It does not make any difference whether it
is in Alabama or not. One of the Senators on the other side
reminded me that most of those mines in my State are owned
by eastern capital. I said that did not make any difference
with me. The owners are American citizens and their invest-
ments are entitled to be treated fairly, and when they came to
my State and invested their money there, they showed good
taste, as well as good judgment, and I want them to have a
fair deal. I do not care where the citizen lives, whether in my
State or your State.

The Senator from Iowa suggested a thought this afternoon
commented on by my friend from Arkansas [Mr. RoBixsox].
Under your theory of protection you are employing one excuse
and another to literally plunder the American people. You
used to say, “Here is an industry growing up and we should
levy some taxes against its competitor abroad, at least until it
can get on its feet and get in the game,” The Government
would derive some revenue, and if incidental benefit goes to the
industry, very well. If labor shares it, all right. But, Mr.
President, under that boasted protection theory of your party
hundreds of fellows who go into business now say, “ We are
not making as much profit as we would like to make. We will
go down to see the Republican Congress and ask that the tax-
ing power be used to increase our profits.”

You tax the American people to make certain interests enor-
mously successful in business and these interests write checks
for your campaign fund. They feel that they have paid for
the privilege of using the taxing power. You have a hodge-
podge arrangement, and you are taxing the American people
éo_r the benefit of 4,000 captains of industry in the United

tates,

Senators, what right have you to do that? I ask you, in the
name of the toiling masses of America, what right have you to
tax the salt that goes into their bread?

Mr, SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, in the name of the
people of Louisiana, let me ask the Senator a question. Is the
Senator in favor of a protective tariff on sugar and on rice
produced by the good people of that great State?

Mr. HEFLIN. I am not in favor of a high protective tariff
duty on anything.

Mr, SMOOT. Only on graphite.

Mr. HEFLIN. I hope that answers my good friend from
California. I favor a revenue tax on a great many things. I
voted for the Underwood-Simmons revenue tax bill, under
which we collect nearly $300,000,000 annually. That shows
that T am not a free trader and that we were not for free trade
when we levied those taxes. The difference between us is that
we are taxing luxuries, in the main, and you are taxing now
the absolute necessities of life.

If you tax something I could get along without, I could say,
“No; I will not buy it, the price has gone so high. I would
probably be better off without it. Excuse me.” And I would
just walk out of the store, But when you tax salt, which I
must have to season my food, to give me health and strength,
and to save and season=meat, then you touch my pocketbook,
and I have to respond and 1 have to buy.

Then, when you tax cement you tax a common necessity of
life, and I have to have that. Then you tax brick; I have to
buy. brick if I do any building. The other day I saw you tax
medicine—yes, you taxed medicine. Under the grinding process
of your pariy you are reducing the people to such a state they
can hardly walk, they are so weak; and when they put them
to bed and send for the doctor you put a fax on the medicine
he is going to give them to bring them back to health again.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes; I yield to the Senator from New
Hampshire,
Mr. MOSES. I would like to ask the Senator from Alabama

to what year he referred when he said there was $300,000,000
of revenue collected under the Underwood tariff law? What
vear was that?

Mr. HEFLIN. I understand that we have averaged some-
where between $240,000,000 and $300,000,000.

Mr. MOSES. For the benefit of the Senator, I would like
to read the figures.

Mr., HEFLIN, Just give them to me in round numbers.

Mr., MOSES. There is no year of operation under the Un-
derwood law in which anything like $£300,000,000 was collected.
In 1914, during which they had the benefit of the Payne-
Aldrich law for a considerable portion of the year, the collec-
tions were $292,000,000. The next year they were $209,000,000
under the full operation of the Underwood law. The next
year they were $213,000,000; the next year $225,000,000; the
next year $182,000,000; and the next year $183,000,000. It is
only since the emergency tariff law, a Republican measure,
was added to the Underwood law that the revenues have ap-
proached anywhere near $300,000,000.

Mr. HEFLIN. How did the Senator vote on the emergency
tariff question?

Mr. MOSES. I voted against it.

Mr. HEFLIN, That is what I thought.
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Mr. MOSES. But the fact that I voted against it did not
make it not a Republican measure any more than the fact that
the Senator repudiates Governor Harding -makes him not a
Democrat.

Mr, HEFLIN. The fact that the Senator did not vote for
that bill is something in its favor, perhaps. Anyhow, we will
not fall out about figures. I am not quarreling about what
the exact figures were, but we derived revenue under the Un-
derwood tariff law.

In 1914 we collected under the Underwood-Simmons law
$292,000,000. Of course, the amount fell off when German
submarines were destroying millions of tons of commerce.
But in 1920 when the war was over and before your emergency
tariff went into effect, we collected $328,000,000. These are the
figures given by the Department of Commerce,

Here is what is going to happen under your law, if you ever get
to operate this thing for any length of time: If $2,000,000,000
worth of goods come in you will take out of the American peo-
ple’s pockets more than $3,000,000,000 in addition by reason of
that. That is what you are going to do.

Let me illustrate: Suppose you tax a certain kind of pocket-
knife 25 cents, we will say. The manufacturer abroad stops
gending that knife into the country. He will say, “I can not
do it. The high tax you put on it shuts me out.” He stops at
the border line and his knives cease to come in. The man who
manufactures the same knife in America, which he formerly
sold at $1, will now sell it for $1.25. You have legislated into
his pocket 25 cents on every knife that he sells. Why is that?
He will tell the buyer, “ They have put a tariff tax on this
knife.,” The customer will say, “ But I understand you have
" not any competition now.” *“ Well, that is true. They have shut
out foreign knives, but if you got that knife from abroad and
paid the tax it would cost yon $1.25, and I am going to add 25
cents onto my knife and you will have to pay it to me.”

Under that plan the American Government would not get one
cent, and yet you tax every knife buyer 25 cents who uses that
particular kind of knife. That is what will happen under your
bill. God, and God only, knows how much money you are going
to filch from the pockets of the American people through this
tax bill. You are going to leave the American people at the mercy
of the tariff barons of our country, and they will fill their pock-
ets with money that you have enabled them to extract from the
pockets of the people.

Mr. SMOOT rose.

Mr. HEFLIN. Did the Senator desire to say something?

Mr. SMOOT. I thought the Senator was through.

Mr. HEFLIN. What is the Senator’s suggestion?

Mr. SMOOT, I was going to ask for a vote on the amendment
that is pending.

Mr. HEFLIN. T have no objection to voting on it, but let us
have the yeas and nays.

Mr, POMERENE. I ask that the amendment be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read.

The AssISTANT SECRETARY. There are three amendments in one.

Mr, SMOOT. T desire to have each amendment voted on sepa-
rately. Let the first amendment be stated.

The AsstsTANT SECRETARY. On page 82, it is proposed to
sirike out the paragraph embraced in lines 18 to 17, both inclu«
give, in the following words:

Pae. 203. Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic cement, in barrels
sacks, or other packages, 5 cents per 100 pounds, including weight of
barrel or package; in bulk, 4 cents per IOOD pounds ; other uemengt, not
epecially provided for, 20 per cent ad valorem,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
striking out the paragraph just read.

The amendment was agreed to. '

The AssiSTANT SECRETARY. The second amendment is, on page
217, after line 24, to insert a new paragraph to read as follows:

Par, 1541a. Cement: Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic: Pro-
vided, That if any country, dependency, province, or other subdivision
of government imposes a duty on such eement imported from the United
States an equal u;y ghall be imposed upon sueh cement coming Into
the TUnited States from such country, dependency, provinee, or other
subdivision of government.

That amendment the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBiNsoN]
proposes to amend by striking out the proviso.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the Senator
from North Dakota.

AMr. ROBINSON, I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. POMERENE, The vote is on the motion to strike out the
provisa?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. It is on the amendment pro-
posed by the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the
Senator from North Dakota.

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). I transfer
my general pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCor-
MICK] to the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WarLsa]
and vote “ yea,”

Mr. ROBINSON (when his name was called). 1 transfer my
pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. SUTHERLAND]
to the Senator from Texas [Mr. CursersoN] and vote yea.”

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called), Making the
same announcement as before, I vote “ nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. NEW. Repeating the announcement as to my pair and
its transfer, I vote “ nay.”

Mr. HALE. Making the same announcement as before, I vote
i“" Il.aj'."

Mr, HARRISON. Making the same announcement as before,
I vote *“ yea.”

Mr. COLT, Making the same announcement as before, I
vote “nay.”

Mr, STANLEY (after having voted in the affirmative). I
transfer my general pair with the junior Senator from Ken-
tucky [Mr. Ernst] to the Senator from Montana [Mr. Mygrs]
and allow my vote to stand.

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce the following pairs:

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Barr] with the Senator
from Florida [Mr. FLETCcHER] ;

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. DirrinerEAM] with the Sen-
ator from Virginia [Mr. GLass];

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Evee] with the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. OweN]; and

The Benator from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGRUYSEN] with the
Senator from Montana [Mr, Warsm].

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 35, as follows:

YEAS—26.
Borah Jones, N. Mex, Pomerene Btanley
Caraway Kellogg Ransdell Swanson
Cumming Kendrick Rawson Underwood
Dial Kin, Robinson Watson, Ga.
Harris La Iollette Sheppard Williams
Harrison Lenroot Bimmons
Heflin Pittman SBmith

NAYS—356.
Brandegee Hale Moses Bhortridge
Broussard Jones, Wash, Nelson Smoot
Bursum Keyes New Spencer
Cameron Ladd Newberry Sterling
Cnoflper ige Naorris Townsend
Colt MeCunrber Oddie Wadsworth
Curtis McKinley Pepper Warren
France McLean Phipps Watson, Ind,
Gooding McNary Poindexter

NOT VOTING—35.

Asghurst Ernst MeCormick Bhields
Ball Fernald McKellar Stanfield
Calder Fletcher Mgm Sutherland
Crow Frelinghuysen Nicholson Trammell
Culberson Gerry Norbeck Walsh, Mass,
Dillingham Glass Overman Walsh, Mont.
du Pont Harreld Owen Weller
Edge Hitcheock Page Willis
Elkins Johnson Reed

So Mr. Rosinson's amendment to Mr. McCumeer's amend-
ment was rejected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend-
ment of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMBER].

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next amendment proposed by
the Senator from North Dakota will be stated.

The AssiSTANT SECRETARY. On page 33, line 14, after the
word “ fon,” where it occurs at the end of the line, it is pro-
posed to insert the words “ other cement not specially provided
for, 20 per cent ad valorem.”

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I do not understand on what
page that amendment is to come in.

Mr. McCUMBER. I ecan explain it, if the Senator will allow
me, We have just stricken out paragraph 203, which embraced
not only Portland cement but the other cement put up in pack-
ages, for which we have already agreed upon a 20 per cent ad
valorem duty. That action necessitates this clause being put in
at some other place; so I am asking that it be put in at {Jie end
of paragraph 205. The words are just the same as those we
have already agreed to.

Mr. SIMMONS. I have no objection to that.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, do I understand that this
imposes a duty of 20 per cent on all other cement?

Mr. McOUMBER. It places a duty of 20 per cent upon patent
cements which come in zine tubes, and so forth.

Mr. SIMMONS. We have already voted on it, and it is merely
desired to transpose the committee amendment,




1922.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

8111

Mr. POMERENE.

The VICE PRESIDENT,
amendment,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. LENROOT.  Mr. President, I understand that we shall
very shortly take a recess, and I simply wish to take a moment
in acquainting the Senate with the present status of the pend-
ing bill, because probably very few Senators have taken the
trouble to ascertain what progress we are making upon the bill

Night before last I took the trouble to ascertain how many
committee amendments had been acted upon by the Senate.
Thene are 2,087 committee amendments to the bill. Night be-
fore last when we took a recess we had acted upon 196 of them;
to-day I believe we have acted upon 4 amendments, making
9200 committee amendments thus far acted upon out of a total
of 2,087. We are now upon the seventh week of the actual
consideration of the bill. If we shall make the same progress
as we have during the past T weeks, this bill will pass the
Senate, if none but committee amendments are considered, in 57
weeks, Of course, at this rate of progress the bill must fail
on the 4th day of next March,

Senators across the aisle are Insisting that they are indulg-
ing in nothing but legitimate debate. If that be true, and if
we have had nothing but legitimate debate so far, there is no
hope, under the present rules of the Senate, of passing this bill
before the 4th of next March. That is the only statement that
I care to make at this time.

Mr. ROBINSON, Mr. President, the statement just submitted
by the Senator from Wisconsin is interesting, but, considering
the facts surrounding the history of this bill since it reached the
Senate, it does not seem to me to be of very great importance.

In the first place, it is extraordinary, without precedent,
that to any bill a committee of either House of Congress should
report 2,087 amendments. Why the Finance Committee saw fit,
after a prolonged consideration of this measure in what
amounted to executive sessions, to report 2,087 amendments
remains to be explained.

In so far as the statement of the Senator from Wisconsin is
concerned that the bill will not pass until the expiration of 57
weeks, I desire to say that unless the committee pursues in an
intense degree the practice that it has adopted within the last
few days, namely, of receding from or revising the important
amendments which it has proposed to the House provisions, it
would be better for the United States if it were 57 years before
this bill were passed.

The Senator from Wisconsin referred to the declarations fre-
quently made in the course of the debate upon this side that no
filibuster is being conducted. KEvery Senator here knows that
that is true. Every Senator in the Chamber knows that during
the last week the other side has consumed more time than this
gide of the Chamber has consumed. Every Senator in the Cham-
ber knows that speeches made about irrelevant subjects have
been made from the other side of the Chamber oftener during
the last week than from this side. In addition to that, another
bill was injected on yesterday which consumed a day of the
Senate’s time. It was one of the most important of the depart-
ment appropriation bills and carried many amendments. We
passed this measure, the War Department bill, in a single day.
This shows there is no filibuster,

Now, if the Finance Committee will do what it seems dis-
posed to do, take this bill back into committee and revise it
before the debate compels them to do so, they will save the
Senate a great deal of time and the committee humiliation.
So far as I recall, there has not been an important amendment
considered by the Senate during the present week but what,
after the debate on the amendment has proceeded at great length,
the committee has withdrawn it and proposed another as a
gubstitute for it. If the commitfee wants in good faith to pass
this bill, they should take it back and revise these excessively
high rates before the debate occurs in the Senate, This would
take much less time to dispose of the bill.

The course which we have pursued here has resulted in great
benefit to the country. The debates have informed the public.
There is not a great Republican newspaper of which I know in
the United States that indorses this measure. From limit to
limit of the Nation, by every class of citizens familiar with the
provisions of the bill, it is regarded as a legislative monstrosity,
justified neither in economic experience nor in political theory.
There is no sound basis for it. It discredits every principle of
honest protection; it fortifies and entrenches monopoly; it
justifies extortion and perpetuates unfair price control over the
commodities which are most commonly and generally used.

Mr. STANLEY., Mr, President——

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield to the Senator from Kentucky.

Very well. :
The question is on agreeing to the

Mr, STANLEY. The Senator from Arkansas has overlooked
one thing. The bill may be intended to carry out the plat-
form pledge ‘“to reduce the high cost of living.” b

Mr, ROBINSON. Oh, Mr. President, the authors of this bill
are ashamed of it. I violate no confidence when I assert that
the Senators who manage the bill on the floor of the Senate, as
evidenced by their conduect and their expressions, take no pride
in it. They admit that this is an inopportune time to attempt
to revise the tariff; they admit, if 1 understand them cor-
rectly, that the bill is not based upon any theory of protection
heretofore recognized or advanced. It is a hodgepodge, a mis-
erable compound, made by throwing together whatever may
fneeu}tnecessary to please the selfish interests that are dictat-

g it

Mr, SIMMONS. I want to suggest to the Senator that the
reason we can not discuss this bill as a general proposition is
beeause it is not based upon any principle of tariff, either of
protection, free trade, or moderate tariff. It is therefore nec-
essary for us to discuss each item of the bill in order to show
what it is.
3 Mr., ROBINSON. That is true. The only rule followed is

give everyone what he asks.” The debates show that the
important items of the bill have been dictated by the interests
which it is designed to benefit, Little consideration has been
given to the general interests of the public. Therefore I char-
acterize it as an unwholesome mixture the constituent elements
of which when taken separately are palatable and sweet smelling,
but when combined in the compound are obnoxious and repulsive
to everyone. I repeat that with the possible exception of the’
Senato‘r from Idaho [Mr, Gooping], who, it seems to me, stands
in a distinet class to himself, this bill as a whole—I mean as
reported by the Finance Committee—has no approval in the
Senate, and is repudiated contemptuously in the Republican
press of the Nation.

Oh, no; it will not take 57 weeks to dispose of this bill. The
Finance Committee will either take back the important
schedules and revise them before the debates, or they will
revise them after the debates. If they take the first counrse,
they will save time; but if the sentiment against this bill which
has been gathering volume from the very day it was reported
by the Finance Committee continues to grow among sincere
Republicans and honest people generally throughout the United
States, you yourselves will be glad of an excuse to “ defer” its
consideration, which, of course, means its death.

This business of talking in the Senate is not and can not be
made a one-sided privilegze. When you bring 2,087 amendments
into the Senate on a bill it is the privilege of Members to discuss
those amendments, It is the duty of Senators to give the publie
information concerning them; and the result of that course,
which has been in good faith pursued by this side of the Cham-
ber during the debate on this bill, has been to render your
efforts obnoxious, to make the measure distasteful. I doubt now
whether you are very anxious to pass this bill. I doubt
whether you will want to enact it when yon understand what
it means and what it does. If you do want to pass it, you ean
do so in spite of the fact that its provisions are shown to be
detrimental to the publie interests, to the interests which we
ought to conserve; but you ean not intimidate anyone into yield-
ing the just ground that we ought to understand what we are
voting on, ought to vote intelligently, and give an explanation
of the measure to the public, If the people can be made to
realize how bad the Finance Committee’s bill really is, they
will oppose its passage, and you will not dare defy them.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr, President, I had supposed that we
desired to take a recess at half past 5 this evening, and there-
fore I am not going to take any time now to answer the argu-
ment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr, RoBinson]. Possibly
before we get through we will see what is back of the papers
that are ralling against this tariff bill. I will say to the Sena-
tor most candidly that I do not believe the committee is going to
be stampeded by anything which comes from a press that rep-
resents a propaganda that is making from a thousand to three
thousand per cent upon its imports, and that possibly will be
presented to the American people before we get through.

The Senator from Arkansas has suggested that we are not in
a hurry to have a vote upon this bill. All I can say in reply
thereto is, just give us a chance, and that will be the best evi-
dence as to whether we desire to have a vote at the earliest
possible time or not. Amendments undoubfedly will be sug-
gested from time to time by the committee as additional testi-
mony or conditions in the trade which are shown to us con-
vince us that there ought to be changes; but in every instance I
ammcelt;itiaiin that the committee will recommend a protective
tar 5
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Mr. President, I now ask unanimous consent that when we
?Dse our =essjion to-day we shall take a recess until Monday at
1 o'clock,
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.
EXECUTIVE SESEION,

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After 5 minutes spent in
executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock
and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate, under the order previously
made, fook a recess until Monday, June 5, 1922, at 11 o'clock
a. m.

COMFIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 8, (legis-
lative day of April 20, 1922).
AsSSISTANT REGISTER OF THE TREASURY.
Frank A. DeGroot to be Assistant Register of the Treasury.
PROMOTIONS IN THE (COAST GUARD SERVICE,
To be ensignas.

Lee H. Baker.
George E. McCabe,
Harley E. Grogan.

Albert M. Martinson.
Raymond J. Mauerman,
Edward H. Fritzche,
Robert C. Jewell.
To be ensigng (engineering).
Martin J. Bergen.
Howard A, Snyder,
POSTMASTERS.
CALIFORNIA,
Herman C. Lewis, Artesia,
John L. Childs, Crescent City.
Francis 0. Harvey, Rivera.
Jennie Kinney, San Quentin.
Cynthia P. Griffith, Wheatland.
GEORGIA.
Philetus D, Wootten, Abbeville.
HAWAIL
Carl Spillner, Makaweli.
Jacintho 8. Medeiros, Puunene.
INDIANA,
William J. DeVerter, Cayuga.
MISSISSIPPI.
Alabama Akers, ITuka.
NEW MEXICO,
Harran H. DeLozier, Texico.
NEW YORK.
Seward Latham, Central Bridge.
Frank S. Duncan, Lawrence.
Violet Breen, Roslyn Heights.
NORTH CAROLINA.
Roscoe C. Jones, Manteo.
OHIO,
Cleona M. Dunnick, Ashville.
Joseph K. W, Greene, Newport.
Julius R. Bruns, St. Henry.
WEST VIRGINTA,
Charles J. Parsons, Sabraton.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

SaTURDAY, June 8, 1922,
The House met at 12 o'¢clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered |.

the following prayer:

O Lord, our Lord, we are drawn toward Thy throne, which is
established forever and ever. It is our defense and the rock of
our redenrption. How much we need a sense of Thy nearness,
for we are humanly weak in the things which are so divinely
gtrong. O guide us in all our ways. As for the difficulties
and labors of life, let them chasten our hearts and broaden our
minds. Grant that every morning may bring us the light of
hope, and every evening the shade of rest. In the name of
Jesus. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

WATER RIGHTS ON CROW RESERVATION, MONT,

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up from the
Speaker's table House bill 9344, and move that the House
agree to the Senate amendments to the bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up
from the Speaker's table a House bill with Senate amendments,
The Clerk will report the bill by title.

The Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. 9344) providing for
the appropriation of funds for acquiring additional water rights
for Indians on the Crow Reservation in Montana whose lands
are irrigable under the Two Leggins Irrigation Canal.

The Senate amendments were read, 2

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
question ?

Mr. SNYDER. Yes,

Mr., GARNER. In order to ascertain whether it is neces-
sary to make the peoint of no quorum or not, has the gentleman
advised with the ranking minority member of the committee
concerning this amendment?

Mr. SNYDER. Yes; I have.

Mr. GARNER. And it is agreeable to him?

Mr. SNYDER. It is agreeable to him. T also spoke to the
gentieman from Tennessee [Mr. Garmerr] about this matter
last evening.

The amendment which the Senate put into this bill was
exactly the thing that the committee unanimously reported to
the House, and the discussion here in the House was as to
whether we would fix the amount at $12.50 per acre plus in-
terest for a certain period or whether we would make the
amount $20 as a maximum, and give the Secretary of the In-
terior the same discretion that he has had heretofore on all
other leases of this character. Upon a careful investigation,
going into the matter further-  with the department, I find
there is very little difference between what we desired to do
and what the department and the Senate desire to do, so that
I am asking this morning that the Senate amendment be
agreed to.

That is all I desire to say.

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the Senate
amendments,

The Senate amendments were agreed to.

THE NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT,

Mr. BUTLER, Mr, Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee on the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. T864)
providing for sundry matters affecting the Naval Establishment,
This bill has been debated all the way through and amended
by the committee, with the exception of one amendment
offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TincaER], to which
I will agree.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of a bill
which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. 7864) providing
for sundry matters affecting the Naval Establishment.

The motion was agreed to.

Acecordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, for the consideration
of the bill, with Mr. MAppEN in the chair.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr, Chairman, while I am not going to op-
pose the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. TixcaER] I will ask unanimous consent for three minutes
to explain the existing situation,

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will first report the amendment
referred to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. BUTLER, It is to strike out section 10 of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. TixcHER: Page 11, line 12, strike ount all
of section 10.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I will accept the amendment.
1 think perhaps within the next few months shipbuilding like
other construction will not cost as much as it has cost hereto-
fore. Therefore I will accept the motion made by the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. TincrEER] and agree that section 10 shall be
stricken from the bill,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TiNCHER].

The question was taken.

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr.
yield?

Mr. BUTLER. Yes.

Mr. STEENERSON, I should like to know if the gentleman
from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from Kansas have entire

Chairman, will the gentleman
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